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LEGALLY
PINS REF NAME [orcaNisaTION opD CHAPTER poLicY PARA T SOUNDNESS | SUMMARY OF RESPONSE (SOUNDNESS) |sucesten amenomENT
Us/1
us/2
044/04/AppB/NLCS/US1-4 anet Taylor N/A Development Management DPD AppendixB N/A N/A NC/5 Usji Further documentation should be added to Appendix 8in relation to flood risk matters. be added to The SuDS manual and CIRIA, Designing for exceedance in urban drainage - good practice. Yes
us/a
U ish P i The provi r par ies withi iewin or r
148/20/AppE/LC/S on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Appendix € N/A N/A Lc s he o to:and from the University. The provision of car parking faciies within the campus will be subject o review i order to ensure that the No suggested amendments made. Yes
for staff and visitors i achieved through realisic car parking provision.
148/21/AppG/LC/S on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Appendix G N/A N/A Lc s The University considers that the space standards set out in Appendix G should recognise the Housing White Paper's stance on reviewing national space standards. [Appendix G should consider the content of the Housing White Paper. ves
Our centis supportive of a policy which seeks to plan for the needs of local communities and provides a correct mix of housing. It is noted that this requires a mix of house types and sizes in accordance with the Councifs latest
051/20/DM1/LC/US1 Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo1 N/A Lc us/1 evidence base. The councilstate that they intend to bring forward an SPD on this matter, this should have been prepared as part of the “The policy seeks to support schemes that promote balanced communities - it | Clarfication required on elements of this policy. Preparation of an SPD should be prioriised. Yes
ot clear what this meant by this term
ou th d d flexible to ensure that policy can b dance with The policy will be effective in enabling th
106/22/DMI/LC/S Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo1 N/A [ s ’ o Proposed b and flexble 1o ensure that polcy can be » The policy willbe effective in enabling the No suggested amendments made. Yes
Councilto ensure that the supply of housing i responsive to the need for varying types and sizes of housing.
us/2 Paragraph 5.12 sets out atable showing an indicative approach to housing mix based on the SHMA. This implies that every scheme must comply with the table unless it can be justified that should not be the case. The policy a5
054/12/0M1/5.12/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo1 512 L us/3 written i far too prescriptive and cannot state unconditionallythat an up-to-date village or parish needs assessment is more appropriate indication of housing need without knowing what evidence such studies are based on. The Housing Needs element of the policy - delete the existing wording and state ‘The Council willsupport proposals that seek to promote balanced communities and seek to provide for a range of identified housing needs." Yes
us/a (Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Policy DM1 is not considered to be sound asit s not effective. The HBF consider that the effective use of land is  generaly p to contribute however it should not the delivery of housing to
meet local needs and limit the delivery of sustainable sites.
The HBF understand the need for a mix of house types, sizes and tenures and s of providing a rang homes to meet the needs of the local area. However, it is important that any policy is workable | The HBF propose that the policy is modified to make references to the local market. The HBF also olicy makes may be those fsted in part (i) and (v)for the full
097/06/DM1/LC/US3 i0anne Harding Home Builders Federation Development Manage Chapter 05 omo1 /A Lc us/3 Vpes, & PP providing P v poler prop: potey potey v part (i) and () ves
and thath v stalled due to overly prescriptive requirements. range of housing need not be met. Detailed wordingis provided in the representors ful response
The HBF recommends a flexible approach i taken regarding housing mix which recognises that needs and demand will vary from area to area and ste to site; ensures that schemes are vailable and provide for an appropriate mix
for the location. The HBF would aso highlight the need for creating a housing market that willattract investors to Lancaster and provide an element of aspiration to ensure working people and familis are retained within the area
Us/1
us/2 This policy does not provide t0 provide amix of appropriate for th esite. The developer needs to be respond to market demand that s often changing and the Council's
128/09/DM1/LC/US1-4 Aquib saghir NJL Consulting on behaf of Persimmon Homes Development Manage Chapter 05 omo1 N/A L The policy needs to be amended to make provision to include that land is used efficientl No
/09/oM/LC/ b oo ® " . P / us/3 evidence may not always be up to date. Without amendment there is a potental that stes will not come forward due to restrictions which resultin proposals being unviable poliey P v
us/a
Us/1
120/08/DMUAC/US1-4 vichacl Gibert Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood Development Management D7D Chapteros omor A . us/2 e broadly support the approach st out n this emerging policy which seeks to ensure that vaiable hausing land s used effcently and locatd in sustainabl locations.The land at Lune Industrial Estate s currently underused and |\ (oo ves
Holdings us/3 previously developed.
us/a
025/06/DM1/LC/S [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmland Trustees Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo1 N/A Lc s Policy DM1 is supported as drafted. We welcome the recognition that the delivery of affordale housing should be subject to viabilty considerations and testing. No suggested amendments made. Yes
Our clentis supportive of the principle of nationally described space standards, where it can be demonstrated that this can be provided. However, the Council must ensure that n order to achieve these standards that this does not
us/1 result in unecessary burdens which may impact on the overall density and capacity of the proposed allocations.
051/21/DM2/LC/US1-3 an Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Manage Chapter 05 omo2 /A Lc us/2 and adaptable housing to be reduced from 10% to 20% ves
us/3 Whilst our clent s supportive in principle of the need which ile and adaptable, the the DPD should remain at 10% (as per standard building regulation) and not be increased to 20%
as per the proposed policy
2 i i
106/23/0MILCSS e Barnes sarton Willmore on behafof Storey Homes Development Management D7D Chapteros oMoz A . . This policy provides confirmation of the Councifstandards for new housing to be developed over the plan period. Whist much of the requirements are set out n Building Regulations, the inclusion of this policy withinthe Local [ oo ves
Plan provides additional clarty for applicants. The policy s sufficiently fexible to gence from Building Reg be
us/2 The explanation of this policy provides no evidence of the need to apply space standards or evidence that the viability implications have been considered.
054/13/DM2/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Manage Chapter 05 omo2 /A Lc us/3 Delete the entire policy. ves
us/a position of I provisoon of smaller open market dwelings in the future and willhave a major implication on the price of dwellings. provided in full )
In principle Gladman recognise the importace of delivering housing to assistin meeting needs for older people and those with mobilty However it has been prepared after the submission of the
Local Plan for The Council should not be seeking to ret
Gladman refer to the PPG which the use of the opt such policy requirement, the Council will need to ensure throughts evidence base that Policy DM2 i n line
with guidance and that the justfication and the policy the PPG refers to.
us/1
us/2 Gladman do not co been mad Policy DM2. Althoughit s accepted pop alone use
146/09/DM2/NLCS/US1-4. 1hn Flemin Gladman Developments Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 oMoz N/A NC/s No suggested amendments made. Yes
RS 8 e e S ” 7 L us/3 of optionalo building regulations. When considering this policy the Council need to be aware of the knock-on could have on e
us/a
With regard to internal space standards, Gladman refer to the 2015 Written Ministerial need pact on Ifthe
Council wishes to adopted localised standards it should be justified by meeting the criteria set out in PPG.
With regard to water efficiency standards Gladman support the Counciln the given the intoa stress area and that we are not aware of any further evidence to indicate water stress in
this area it p tighter [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Policy DM2 is not considered to be sound asit is not effective, justified or consistent with national policy. The policy seeks to introduce optional housing standards for space and accessiblty. The enhanced standards, as introduced
by the Government, are intended to be optional and can only be introduced where there is a clear need and they retain development vabilty.
in preparing such policies local planning authy hould take account of the need (evidence should be provided on the size and type of dwellings currently being built n the area), viabilty (the financial impacts of adopting the
us/2 space standard should be considered) and timing (there may need to a reasonable transitional period in adopting such standards]. The Council will need robust evidence to introduce any of the optional housing standards. The HBF
097/07/DM2/LC/US2-4 i0anne Harding Home Builders Federation Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omoz N/A L us/3 consider dards can have on viabilty, issues and reduce customer choice. The industry knows it customers and what they want, ouor members would not sell homes below the [The HBF proposed that the policy s deleted inits entirety ves
us/a enhanced standard size if they did not appeal to the market. The HBF is supportive of providing homes for older and disabled persons, however if the Council wishes to adopt higher optional standards for accessible and adaptable
homes the Coundilshould only do so by applying the criteia set out in national planning guidance. The Council should be mindful that t s unreal every site on 3 one-by because the base-line aspiration of
2 policy or combination of poiicies s st too high as this will jepardise future housing delivery. The HBF does not consider that this policy i required, itis considered that local needs can be met without the introduction of the
optional housing standards. However, i the Council wish to pursue this policy the HBF recommend that the Council ensure that an appropriate evidence base is available to support this policy in line with national guidance. [Further
detail provided in the representors full response.]
Policy DM2 introduces a number of ‘optional h tandards for new Provided tional and aspirational, subject CEP have no ob to their
169/15/DM2/LC/USL onathan Walace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 05 oMoz N/A L us/1 No suggested amendments made. Yes
/15/oM2/ 5 " © i / / inclusion in the DPD. Should cannot meet be prevented from coming this approach is not sound. e
us/1 Our cent consider ths policy should be removed in its entirety as it sets devel d will homes.
us/2
128/10/DM2/LC/US1-4 [Aquib sagh NJL Consulting on behalf of P H Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omoz N/A L it ol ted that the Council econsider the inclusion of this poliy. N
/1o/ov2/ aulb Seehit onsulting on behall of Persimmon Homes cvelopment Mansgemen apter / us/3 The Policy also makes provision for adaptable homes, requiring at least 20% of new affordable and market housing of more than 10 dwellings to meet Building Regulation M4(2). Persimmon nderstand and support the provision of [ "esPectiuly requestec that the Counclreconsider the inclusion of this poficy °
us/a adaptable homes, however the policy must be consistent with national planning policy which clearly states that this can only be provided where there i clear evidenced need and where its impact on viabiliy has been considered.
s s th le of ol H the 20% tis considered lly where there is alack of viabilty evidence t
eemore e principle o iowever, the 20% requirement s considered excessive especially where there is a lack of iabilty evidence to
100/01/DM2/LC/US18284 David Barn star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo2 /A Lc us/2 Policy DM2 should apply a 10% threshold subject to site condition: v
Policy DM2 seeks to specify that atleast 20% of affordable/ market housing on schemes of more than 10 dwellings will be expected to meet Building Regulation M4(2). Ths is an additional cost to development which may have an
us/2 ton development viabilty. The Council have yet to undertake a viability Iof the plan and ty the impact of aditional costs are yet ot be tested.
163/17/DM2/LC/US2-3 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omoz /A [ Usja mpacton development viabily. The Councilhave yet o undertake & visbily sppraisal of the plan and consequently the impact of additional costs are yet ot be teste The Council should dentify within the policy tself that the scheme and other benefits arising wh whether the hould be applied. ves
Peel welcome the flexible apprach to the delivery of accessible and adaptable dwellings but would asset that fisted should not . an exhaustive fst
Us/2
P behalfof KC: Object d to this policy on the basis that the introductuion of such standards will adversely impact on the density of housing and significanth ts, which will affect viabiliy. The policy is considered to b d
030/05/DM2/NLCS/Us2-4 Helen Binns L anning on behalfof Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omoz N/A NLC/S us/3 o not e, ey on thelbess thatheinoductuion of such sandards wiladverselyimpact on he densty T housing and stgnficanty inceose costs, which wil sflectiablty. The poley s consered to e ns0un Lhis ssue could be resolved by remving th requirement for at least 20% of bullings to comply with Buiding Regulatons M4(2) No
us/a
Reference should be made to the draft NPPF which identifies the need to provide a range of house types which include a range of affordable housing products. The draft NPPF makes reference to where major housing
development is proposed at st 10% should be made available for affordable home ownership.
051/22/DM3/LC/US Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 /A Lc us Our centis supportive in principle of the provision of affordable housing, notwithstanding this,for developments over 11 dwelings the Councils seeking to apply 30% affordable housing requirement on brownfield land and up to |No suggested amendments made. Yes
40% on greenfield stes. It is unclear which policy s to be appleid as they are: Itis our hat affordable housing be properly assessed through viabilty appraisal.
Reference is made to the preparation of a Viabilty Appraisal SPD, no details are available and further clarification on when this willbe published and how it will be informed i required before further comments can be provided.
sz in principle our PP approach of Policy DM3 as financial capacity of viably deli h vary. Policy DM3 sets a range of affordable housing
requirements for brownfield and greenfield sites. Our clien i concerned by the absence of supporting confirms of this sites within the distrct. There s no up-to-date assessment
106/24/DM3/LC/US2-4 Craig Barn Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Home Development Management DPD Chapter 05 oMO03 N/A L us/3 e N ted amendments mad Y
outside of this designation. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
us/1
With regard to the Viabilty A t, in ight of this evidence it clear that the affordable h t et out in Policy DM3 should be reduced to 20% on brownfield stes in Lancast i than 10 dwell
109/03/DM3/LC/US1-3 Claire Pegg Cushman & Wakefield on behalf of the L&K Group Plc Development Man: Chapter 05 omo3 N/A Lc us/2 i regard to he Visbilly fssessment, I ght of this evicence s clear that the affordable housi requirement set out n Pollcy DMS should be reduced to 203 on brownfield sitesin Lancaster proposing more than 10 dWelings | pojicy b3 should be reworded to reflect the outcomes fo the viabilty assessment. ves
= We would point out that Policy DM3 is not aligned with Policy HS of the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The NPPF indicates the need for careful attention to viabilty and costs and the need to avoid onerour scale of obligations and policy burden (paragraph 173).
us/2 Lancaster City Councilare yet to produce a Viabity Assessment and therefore this policy cannot be progressed n the absence of this evidence Hold the Local lan in abeyance unti the viabilty is made available and has taken place with the development industry.
054/14/DM3/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 N/A Lc us/3 Yes
us/a The affordable 0 be in perpetuity which is considered unjustified. It seeks to p ~casing to and is contrary to 'sintention to encourage | Delete criterial‘in perpetuity'clause.
home ownership. The policy intends to give development plan status to a Viabilty Protocol SPD which has et to be produced and wil not have the same level of scutiny as a development plan policy. This not appropriate. The
viabilty test is onerus
Policy DM3 is not consider to be sound as it s not effective, justified or consistent with national policy. The HBF supports the need to address the affordable housing requirements of the district. The NPPF is, however, clear that the
us/2 derivation of affordable housing policies must not only take account of need but also viabilty. However, at present there does not appear to be a viabilty report available to support this document and therefore it s not possible for
097/08/DM3/LC/US2-4 10anne Harding Home Builders Federation Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 N/A [ us/3 the HBF to comment on the viabiity of this policy or others. The HBF recommends that further consideration is given to the viability of development n relation to the requirements of this policy and other policies within the Plan. Yes
us/a
It noted that a viabilty clause is included within this policy, whilst this is supported it should not be used s a mechanisr to justify and unsustainable affordable housing target.
Affordable h ke  thas b that developers h back on the promised  affordable housi has b ted. Arecent report by the
190/05/DM3/LC/US3 Michael Mumford Lancaster and Morecambe Liberal Democrats Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 N/A Lc us/3 ordebe a8 been o s T e ey e © No suggested amendments made.

National Audit Office noted that fewer than half the authorities where liely to meet the ir housing targets and in more of ting away with building fewer social housing units
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—— e
[Our ongoing concertn with this policy i that Policy DM3 repeats that up dable housing will be required from large new residential development on greenfield stes. We consider this requirement will affect the viabilty
of development and will stalldevelopment on many of the sites identifed in the Local Plan. The target of 40% does not appear to be based on up-to-date evidence and has not been justified. The Council acknowledge this and have
us/1 tructed a new hy ds study and viabl t
169/16/DM3/LC/US184 ionathan wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 /A Lc Usja nstructed a new housing needs study and viabilty assessment We request that the affordable housing requirement s based on up-to-date evidence and reduced from the present 40% n the interest of positive preparation. Yes
A5 worded Policy DM3 does not provide sufficient flexibility and fails to accord wiht the NPPF, the policy is therefore unsound and recommends that no affordale housing requirements are included until an p-to-date viability
study has been published and critiqued by developers. At the very least the policy should be clarified to emphasise that the affordable housing requirements are targets and subject to negotiation
Us/1
RIS onathn Wallace e e e Development Mansgement 07D P omos A o us/2 our remains the s polcy whichconinues t sugest hat 40 of ffordbale housingwil be e large new housing We consider this We req affordble in the DM DPD should be based upon an up-to-date reduced from indicated. The ves
us/3 affect the viabilty of many g sites and asa Thisin turn willhave an impact on the eff I provided in full evidence base used to support this onerous requirement s not justified. At the veryleast Policy DM3 should s clariied to emphasise that th " subject
us/a
Paragraph 5.34 can be misleading and is not up to date with latest policy. I says that all affordable h tbe delivered in partnership with registered providers; th tions to this when itis delivered b . . .
005/01/DM3/5.34/LC/Us4 Charies Ainger Lune Valley Community Land Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 534 1c us/a 2raBrapn 534 can be misleading and is ot up 10 date with latest policy. t says that il affordable housing must be delivered!in partnership with registered providers; there are exceptions to this when s delvered by 2 in paragraph 5.34,insert n ine 4 after ‘specialst companes’..’Als, th does not apply [ complying with Policy DM12, as stated in paragraph 5.92. No
community led housing organisation, as the DPD confirms in paragraph 5.92.
us/1
Ve e Counlinten o bin orward s SupleentayPanning Document et ut ity guidance on matters will be addressed. This willinclude a requirement
044/01/41/NLCS/US1-4 anet Taylor /A Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 sa1 /5 s that ‘genuine site abr ity appraisl wil ot ncude the cos of tudying and mitgating flod risk from alsources an ofalypes where th st s dentidie from th startnthe | Change the wording of the last viabiity paragraph inPolcy DM to match match the changes inparagraph 541 Yes
vea Plan as having flood rik. Develaperswm e expecte o have assessed such ks anf e costs ot an early stage and planned her s development bty and and prcng o them.
Do [P welcome the Councr Ton that “hoUId be subect of an analysis of vabilty, particularly in the context of brownfield sies which invariably Involve sbnormal costs that need (o be taken into
consideration.
Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood us/2
124/07/DM3/LC/US1-4 Michael Gilbert o Aasocatec onbehall of urstuao Development Manage Chapter 05 omo3 N/A L us;; Clarification should be provided in paragraph 5.38 in relation to Vacant Building Credit Yes
& e The supporting text in paragraph 5.38 also confirms that the Vacant Building Credit willbe applied n line with national guidance, athough there is no mention of thisin the policy tself which we consider should be recified for
A5 a specialist developer of small / meduim sites our client is disappointed by the lack of flexibilty in Policy DM3, particularly given past comments on this matter. As the draft revisions to national planning policy and guidance which
us/1 indicate that pl and developers will e to avoid undertaking further viability a atitis critcal that relevant developmen and site allocation policies offer sufficient flexibity for all
16204V US14 ranam Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Applethwaite Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 05 omos A o us/2 developers from the outset Policy DM3 should be reworded to recognise that bungalow developments cannot be expected to offer the same as potential mainstream housing in terms of affordable housing and other planning obligations as a matter of
Homes us/3 principle and without expecting an applicant to have to comply as a matter of principle.
us/a A5 2 developer senving a for older people, p gh the development of bungalows, which faciliate downsizing, our clent should not be penalised and prevented from developing by the impostion of
excessive and inflexible and standards. [Further detail provided i the representors full response.]
Us/1
US;Z Seemore Properties acknowledge that residential schemes should seek to deliver a F affordable houmes, and potentially up to 40% on greenfield sites may be appropriate. However, there is an absence of up-to-date
100/02/DM3/LC/US1-4 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Lid Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo3 /A 1c v supporting evidence which confirms the deliverability of this requirement,including on strateic ste. As a result, whilt there may be an assessment of housing need, there is no evidence to justify that the proposed housing Flexibilty concerning affordable housing provision based upon viability considerations. Yes
requirements are deliverable.
us/a
The Councilare yet to undertake a viabiity appraisal of the plan, given the lack of evidence it s considered premature to identify the specific level of affordable housing provision.
Peel consider that the proposed requirement of 40% for the Garden Village is overly onerous given the infrastructure issues which need to be addressed. is important, it
163/18/0M3/LC/US2 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Manage Chapter 05 omo3 /A L us/2 That viabilt andthe the Plan s revised to reflect up-to-date evidence. Yes
/18/OM3/LC & Y & > “ P d d balanced alongside other infrastructure requirements. In this regard, the level of affordable housing provision must in'ight of up and Delvery Plan for the district i >
peel does welcome th in Policy DM3 housing wilbe appl they may have a viabilty
us/2
30/06/OM3/NLCS/Us2-4 eten Binns Planning on behalf of KC: Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 05 omos A s us;g [Whilst my clent welcomes the acceptance in this policy that there may be circumstances where for reasons of viabilty the amount or mix of affordable housing can be reviewed, objection i raised to the requirement to provide a  [In order to make the policy sound it should be amended to require the same level o affordable housing on both greenfield and brownfield site. The affordable housing requirements should be set at 30% rather than 40% of o
Lt v/ reater proportion of affordabl housing on greentield sites as compared to brownfield sites. It i considered that the proportion of affordable homes should be the same regardiess of whether it s a brownfield or greenfield site. [total units.
persimmon Homes support the provision of affordable homes n all new developments provided that it does not constrain deliverabilty and viability. There have been no changes proposed to the affordable housing provision
required by the Councilsince the las teration of the plan. Persimmon feel this is uncessarily high and no justification or evidence has been priovided for the figures used.
us/1
us/2 The plan should take into account draft NPPF paragraph 65 which looks for at least 10% of homes to be The Council should follow a similar tting 2 high t oint wil
128/10/DM3/LC/US1-4  Aaquib Saghir NIL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Manage Chapter 05 omo3 /A Lc us;; L NP paragrap ” e P The affordable ho be reduced to guidance from the draft NPPF. No
us/a
of viabilty in th this policy s supported. The inclusion of this piont should not be seen as justification by the Councilto have a higher starting point for provision of affordabl
homes within the Plan. We also have concerns that the LPA setting the land value for the area would have implications for the delivery of housing. [Further detai provided in the representors ull response.]
051/23/OMa/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omos /A L s Supportive of the Counci's approach for development outside of the main urban areas. No suggested amendments made. Yes
106/25/OMAILC/S g Barnes sarton Wilmore an behalf of Storey Homes Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 05 omos A o . This policy chances the effectiveness of the Local lan by providing guidance for development proposals stuated in settlements which are not otherwise identified as sustainable within the settlement hierarchy. Our clent o suggested amendments made. ves
welcomes the aditional guidance is welcome although this does not overcome our concerns over the distibution of development identified in Policy SP2.
/2 Paragraph 5.44 - the explanatory text undermines the policy which allows development to come forward in or on the edge of rural sustainable settlements.
Paragraph 5.45 - Proposals the edge of sustainable rural settlements on sites which are not allocated in the Local Plan will need to comply with d there should b r
054/15/DM4/44-46/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omos 4a-46 1c us/3 aragrap roposals in or on the edge of sustainable rura] settiements on sites which are not allocated n the Local Plan wil need to comply andthere should be no © Delete paragraphs 5.44, 5.45 and 5.46. Yes
e demonstrate the exceptional nature of such proposals.
Paragraph 5.46 - It i not clear that the SHMA establishes in
Us/1
128/12/DMA/LC/US1-4  Aquib saghir NJL Consulting on behalfof Persimmon Homes Development Management PD Chapter 05 oM 04 /A Lc t:g Policy DM4 is supported, however the Council must p and identify th t in these areas identified within this poic. Policy DM should identify the levels of development expected in rural reas. No
ys/a
We suggest the following amendment to Policy DMA to state ‘Are located where the services and or could be made to the impacts of development in accordance with
o10/03/OMALCIUS2 oavid Dunlon Wildife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester & North Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 05 omos A o /2 Following representations made on Policy DM1 of this DPD, amendments have been made to rflect the impactions of new housing of the natural environment. However, Policy D4 has not been similarly amended. Thisis other relevant policis, in particular Policy DM43." ves
Merseyside inconsistent within the wider plan and is not justified. Th ] is notof lesser when it happens to occur and survive outside of main urban areas of the distict.
This will provide greater consistency with the wider plan.
us/1 Policy DM4 provides policy idential development outside urb: d although it ber of possible of types of rural development it does not provide direction for the redevelopment of rural
078/01/DMa/LC/US1-2 Peter Shannon WYG on behalf of Drinkwater Mushrooms Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omos N/A 1c ! olicy BNt provides policy for managing residential development outside urban area and although it covers a number of possible of types of ural development it does not provide direction for the redevelopment of rural Policy to support the redevelopment of rural brownfield and redundant agricultural units should be added to Policy DM4 Yes
us/2 brownfield and redundant farm units. This s an omission that should be addressed. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
106/26/DMS/LC/S Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omos /A 1c s Our centis supportive of ths policy. The policy will enhance the effective by providing greater scope for ocal housing needs to be addressed over the plan period. o align with national planning policy, the Council should make sure that Policy DMS i also applicable to sites in the Green Belt consistent with paragraph 89 of the NPPF. Yes
us/2
054/16/DM/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omos /A 1c us/3 There is o evidence that 50% affordable housing is viable. There should be no on-site affordable housing requirement for schemes of 10 or less duwelings. 10 50% and indi will only be sought on schemes of more than 10 dwellings Yes
us/a
s The " that redrafted to ensure that for stud outside of the defined University Campus and not benefitting from an allocation must
v The University has sgnificant concerns with Policy DM It i the y 2 sufficient p ightto require an non- basis for need / demand. Developers should also be required have entered into supply of all or some of the bed spaces
148/15/DM7/LC/US1-4 n Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Chapter 05 omo7 /A L v allocated sites against an appropriate demand / need position. The this policy provides a limited the Council's intention to undertake a demand / need based approach to supporting new |and proposals for purpose built accommodation are fundable and deliverable. Yes
Ve student accommodation. [Further detal provided n the representors full response.]
Detailed amended policy is provided within the rep full response.
Us/1
Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Applethwait us/2
162/05/DM8/LC/US1-4 (Graham Love s nning enbehall ol Applethuatie Development Management DPD Chapter 05 bMOo8 N/A L Usjj [We support the inclusion of this policy but, as with Policy DM3, itis overly prescriptive and too restrictive. A much more simplified and less onerous version of this policy is needed, offering greater flexibility and recognising the full range of types of accommodation suited to retired and older people.
us/a
The Trust welcomes the thrust o this policy and that the Councilare looking to support new moorings, however the Trust do have concerns in terms of how the policyis currently drafted;
Itis unclear how residential moorings / houseboats have been identified within a housing needs assessment. It i unclear how the 8 additional permanent moorings have been arrived at particularly given the recent closure of e beginning o the polcy to meet evidenced and dentifed necds should be deleted
Carnforth Marina. The policy should be amended to allow for each proposal to be considered on its own merits.
122/18/DM1/LC/S Tim Bettany - Simon: Canal and River Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 05 oML /A Lc s Criteria l should be amended to read 't can be demonstrated that appropriate facilties and servicing i provided either on site o proximity t nd re-fueling f : N
etany - Simons analand River Trust F “ apte / [With regard to critria I, the provision of refuse and sewerage disposal s a reasonable expectation, however the policy reads as if new faciltes (including tolets, showers,laundry plus re-fueling would be required for each erial should be amended to read it can be demonstrated that appropriate facilties and servicing s provided efther on site orn © andre-fucing ©
This is a substantial 1d be amended to provide a more flexible approach
s 2 substania e amended to provide a more flexible approac The supporting text should be expanded to clafiy that n relation to critria IV, this is only relevant i parking s to be provided / required for the mooring.
With regard to criteria IV, providing mooring sites. The Trust issues site rules which include terms and conditions at its mooring sites which can be used to restrict occupants
o having acr, tis couldentiely remove the requirement or parking withinthe Loca Plan and couk be referrer o n the supporting text
Whilst our clent ipl tive of an element of self, custom and ity led housebuiding, t i noted that based on the latest evidence that there s imited demand within the distrit for self and custom build
051/24/DM12/LC/US2 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Development Management DPD Chapter 05 om1z /A 1c us/2 st our client 1 n principle supportve of an element of sef, custorn and communtty led housebullding, it s nofed that based on the latest evidence that there i imited demand within the districtfor self and custom bu Further clarification required in relation to evidenced demand Yes
houses, and that demand is based on thee-plus bedrooms. It s therefore unclear where the ‘evidenced demand for these type of properties are derived from.
155/08/OMIZ/LC/S o Nellst W Planning on behafof Tylor Wimpey Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 05 v A o . Taylor Wimpey support thespecifc wording of Policy DVI12 to"encourage! rather than 'equire!serviced plots and would not suppot a olicy requirement for serviced plots or sel,custom or communiy-led housing on Strategie |\ (oo ves
Sitesif it threatened the viabilty and / or deliverabilty of the site
I paragraph 5.92, reference is made to the Councifs receipt of an allocation of C Grant and says , and provide funding, groups from this. The paragraph does not mention the
i h 5.9 i line 6 after by Cabinet in August 2017"..Lancaster City Council may also work directly with, and encourage and support, nity g King funding from the £240 Millon
005/02/DM12/5.92/AC/US4 Charies Ainger Lune Valley Community Land Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 05 om12 592 Lc us/a new Government poly announced n Noverber 2017 wich llocated anether & years o funding s 3 ate of £60m per year. This illbe allocated ceiraly by Homes Engand.To b consistent s upport fo y groups |1 ey Cabinet I Augus ancaster ity Council may also work directly with, and encourage and support, community groups seeking funding from the ° No
CommntyHousingFund for 2016/19 5 2021122, administred contrl by Homes Englnd.
the Council should extend it support to such groups when they apply to Homes England.
Us/L Wit refard to the section concerned with the loss of allocated employment land, we do not consider that this is currently sound. The tree bulleted criteria do not appear to expressly consider the scenario where an allocated
198/02/DM14/NLCS/US1-3 Mark Ayhward [ATP on behalf of Derwent Holdings Development Management DPD Chapter 06 oM N/A NLC/S us/2 b . i e = Additional clarity should be provided to Policy DM14 to ensure that the Plan is effective and capable of responding to market signals and emerging evidence base. Yes
=5 employment site might be proposed for an alternative development. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
we ing of Policy DM14 s and effective. We support the recognition generis uses can give ise to similar impacts / benefits i
sr2 type employment uses. Clarfication is required from the start o the policy where it refers to new employment premises Local Plan help deliver develop facil I Lancaster Park and the Heysham Gateway is learly a strategic policy for the Council It is considered that
160/04/DM14/LC/US2-3 David Adams s PED Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 06 om14 N/A 1c s cteria Vil should be amended o provide greatr iy o the us of the trm" and to reflect that the re-use of fand can meet der regeneration object has Yes
Criteria VI, Vil and Vil set out where proposas that involve the use of employment land for alternative uses will be permitted. It s considered that citeria Vil i not sufficiently clear in how an applicant would be required to those set outin the Minerals and Waste Plan.
the benefits of their proposal and how they outweigh the loss of the site for employment purposes. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
We would suggest that the current wording of Policy DM14 s not sufficient clear and effective. We support the recogition that appropy generis uses can compl nd give rise to similar impacts / benefits as traditional 8
sr2 type employment uses. Clarification is required from the start o the policy where it refers to new employment premises Local Plan help deliver development and facil I of Lancaster West Business Park and the Heysham Gateway i clearly a strategic policy for the Council. It is considered that
160/04/DM14/LC/US2-4 David Adams s PED Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 07 om1s N/A 1c vera criteria Vil should be amended to provide greater clarity on the use of the term and to reflect that the re-use of fand can meet der regeneration object has Yes
(Criteria VI, Vil and Vil set out where proposals that involve the use of employment land for alternative uses will be permitted. It s considered that citeria Vil i not sufficiently clear in how an applicant would be required to those set outin the Minerals and Waste Plan.
the benefits of their proposal and how they outweigh the loss of the site for employment purposes. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
™ That Tating uses ino B1, B2, B8 and e sur-generls ues does not acknowledge th T 7 Tes that
148/16/DM14/LC/USL on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Chapter 06 om1a /A 1c us/1 © ments thatin usesinto 81,82, surgeneris ues does @ ronge o fass ses tha A broader range of uses should be acknowledged as capable of delivering employment inlinke with the NPPF Glossary. Yes
Us/1
124/08/OMG/LC/USLA tichael Gibert Peter Brett Associated on behaf of Hurstwood Development Management DD Chapter 06 v VA o us/2 e are generaly supportive o the princpies set out i Plicy DM 14 and, a5 we have previouslyhighighted, the Lune Industrial Estate i cearly ot capable of satisfying this polcy and therefore s continued use for employment [\ oo 0o ves
Holdings us/3 t [Further in fullresponse]
us/a
We request that Policy DM16 i revised to reflect the role of any newly designated distict centre at Bailrigg Garden Villsge and the nature of such uses within such centres. This would ensure that the DPD is positively prepared and
sound in the context of CEPs longstanding proposals for adistrict centre at Scotforth Road
o h imy mitted prior xamination. Should this element hen it sh relate to distri
169/17/OM16/LC/Us4 onathan Wallace Lichfilds on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 07 om16 N/A L us/a of the DPD, CEP rea element of the polcy relating to impzct e emitted prior tothe examination. should this element be retaine then it should be updated to relte to district Yes

We note the rimpact assessments and request cl
ol an impact test i

the wording (see IIresponse). The NPPF directs town centre uses towards designated centres and require development to first demonstrate
to national planning policy.

centre provison.
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—— e
The Garden Village i referred to within Policy TC1as an urban local centre, Peel notes that Policy DM18 identifies that within local centres the Councilwill |, community and other dential uses on ground
163/19/DM18/LC/s David Diggl Turley on benaif o peel Holdings Investment: Development Management DPD Chapter 07 om1s /A L s That the centre n Bailrgg Garden Village s dentified as a District Centre rather than a Local Cens e
/OMIB/C/: avid Diggle urley on behalf of Pect Holdings Investments evelop “ apter / floors. Peel support the inclusion of a significant centre within the Garden Villge but consider that this should be a District Centre rather than a Local Centre Scale. at the centre in Balligg Garden Vilage s dentified as 2 District Centre rather than a Local Centre. ©
Listed buidings and other herit s are subject to the requirements of the 1990 Act and NPPF when de lanning applications. Therefore, for larity, the plan should it clearly states that for applications f
050/16/DM21/LC/USA Emily Hrycan Historic England Development Management DPD Chapter 07 om21 N/A L us/a vercemone ond ot z.ageﬁiffafﬁ;.:gﬁif requre e ;:ﬂdmegconsencx - when determining planning applications. Therefore, for clarfty, the plan should ensure [t learly states that for applcations For I the plan should be amended to either expand Bullet Point | to make reference to the need for listed building consent or delete reference to lsted buildings in Bullet Point |
om22 There is a major absence in the document of reference to the Eden project on There are perhaps good local plan cannot make any reference to this because of uncertainties yet o be.
190/03/DM22&DM23&DM24/LC/US3 Michael Mumford Lancaster and Morecambe Liberal Democrats Development Management DPD. Chapter 08 DM23 N/A Lc us/3 4 e & 4 ¥ [No suggested amendments made.
v resolved. However the project i liely to be the most important development in the area for a century in terms of visitor numbers, traffic flows, jobs and economic impact,
Policy DM23 as currently drafted directs hotel development towards city centre locations in accordance with the NPPF. However, th there for appropr
148/17/DM23/LC/US1 1on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om23 /A Lc us/1 olicy D23 as currently drated directs hotel development towards cty centre locations in accordance with the fowever, the ereare or The Forrest for its opportunity P Yes
accommodation outside of e city centre where linked to the University Campus, for example Forrest Hills
050/17/DM24/LC/5 Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om2s /A Lc s We welcome the inclusion of ths policy in particular reference to securing of h throughits tion and No suggested amendments made.
Sport England object to Policy DM24 on the basis that the policy does not include scope for sport and recreation, the Playing Pitch Strategy whilst being prepared was not completed and there is no Buit Facity Strategy, therefore
he policy was not underpinned by robust evidence base in ight of the NPPF paragraph 73 and 9.
[Whilst Sport England welcomes the Open Space Study and Playing Pitch Strategy (PPS) preparation, in terms of playing pitch matters the policy as written does not reflect the recommendations and actions from the PPS. Sport
England would expect the PPS issues to be summarised and key recommendations highlighted within the policy.
us/1
185/01/DM24/NLC5/US18384 Magie Taylor Sport England Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om24 N/A NLC/5 us/3 The policy isalso a litle confusing as it s entitled ‘Open Space, Sport and Recreation’ but the sub-Titles only refer to open space - it is not clear whether open space is being used as an embracing term. [The policy should contained greater reference and linkages to the findings of the Playing Pitch Assessment. Further work i required in rlation to a Buit Faclty Srategy. No
us/a
The policy refers to the Local Plan policies map which identifies a ange of designated open spaces, does this include all playing fields identified in the PPS and on school sites. If it does not these sites will not be regarded as
designated' and the first part of the policy may not apply?
The creation of new recreational open space and sport should be informed by the PPS strategy and action plan, this should be referenced in the policy. Reference to health and safety should be added. [Further detail provided in
the representors full response.]
074/03/DM24/LC/5 Tom clarke The Theatre Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om24 /A L s policy of not quired by and not ustthat it has unviable. No suggested amendement made. No
163/20/DM26/L/5 David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om26 /A 1c s Peel notes the content of Policy DM26. The provisions of this policy should be applied flexibly in the context of wider benefits, costs and development viabily No suggested amendments made Yes
Our cientis supportive of the principle of this policy, however it s noted that the Councilare ndertaking a Open Space Assessment and Playing Pitch Assessment which should have been published prior to publication.
[When taki tof the f Policy DM27 (and  appendi in relation to strategic stes such as South Carnforth this may resultin any being afurther release of land to
051/25/DM27/LC/Us4 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om27 /A 1c usa accommodate open space provision. Equaly, it is unknown whether the Council has undertaken any spaial testing of llocations to demonstrate that such provision can physically fit on the site along with allother reqiuirements.  |No suggested amendments made. Yes
Itis noted that contributions are required for maintenance sums and a management plan to be provided. These requirements are onerous on a development and may resultin a scheme being unviable. This should be tested
through a viabilty appraisal
our cient th for new devel toutin Policy DM27 and Appendix D of the DPD. In order t that dequately reflects local need, the Council must
106/27/DM27/LC/US2 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 08 om27 /A 1c us/2 ur clen open space o 2s setout n Policy DM27 and Appendix D of the DFD. In order to ensure that open space provision adequately reflects localneed, the Council must It noted that the Councif's existing Open Space Assessment is 2010 and is considered out of date. The Councilshould look to review this document ahead of Public Examination. Yes
ensure that its appraisal of existing open space is kept up-to-date over the duration of the plan period.
f n ive ar f I recr
[— avid Barnes tar Planning on behal of Seemare roperties Lt Development Mansgement 07D Chapter 08 om2r A o . e princpleof the cration of a new county park as artofthe East Lancaster trateic ie is supported. Such extensiveareas o open space will provide effective mitigation for any potentil recreational pressure on European |\ (oo ves
Designated Sites. However, such open space does come at a cost
163/20/OM2ILCS I uriey o behafof ecl Haldings nvestments Development Management 07D Chapter 08 om2r A o . Peclwelcomes the asiraions of Plicy DM27, to nsure that new development ncorporate appropriate recreationsl open space provision. s considered that th principles and parameters of suchprovison nthe Garden Vilge [\ oo\ ves
will be established by the prearation of the masterplan and site specific polcy.
In principle our client supports the aims of this policy to enhance the skil level of the local population and the promotion of opportunitis for skil development of local people on construction schemes. Given the complexity of
106/28/DM28/LC/US3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Manage Chapter 09 om2s /A L us/3 d need to ensure be adhere to, it may not be suitable for local skis and training opportunities to be provided for each site every time. Furthermore itis not clear how the our Councilshould seek to " d training within major developers, with local skilstraining more the planning balance. Yes
Councilntend to monitor and enforce the requirements of this policy
o — P Development Management 07D Chapter 09 om2s A o us/s The development of education, employment and kil i ky, but Chapter 9 of the Development Management DPD says very e o the matter The majo need i fo lsson between the Lancaster & Morecambe College,asthe [\ oo
main local provider of vocational education and employers.
Peel notes the content of Policy D28 and 9.3 which seek * The provisions of this policy should be applied flexibly in the context of wider benefits, costs and
163/22/DM28/L/S David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 09 om2s /A 1c s el notes the content of Policy D28 an which seel fsno @ provisions of this policy should be applied flexibly in the context of wider benefits, costs an No suggested amendments made. Yes
051/26/DM29/LC/USL Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om29 /A L us/1 [Whilst our clent s largely supportive of this approach, we have concerns with the need to engage in discussions with Design Panels, o assess the impact at pre-application stage. Further clarification is required in relation to these. | No suggested amendment made. Yes
167/16/DM29/LC/US3 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om2s /A 1c us/3 In principle, our client supports the need to achieve high quality design, however many of the requirements inthis policy are repetitions of other policies elsewhere in the plan. To create a more legible policy and reduce excessive policy burden, we consider that repefition should be removed from the policy Yes
Our cient s largely supportive of this policy and acknowledge that design plays  key role in securing sustainable development, Our clientis concerned by the role of Design Panels within the planning application process in rlation
to major the use the decison makin process
us/2 Our client suggests that the most effective approach for this to be secured is via the Council'spre-application service, This way the Council can define how design panelis populated, provide appropriate levels of training and
106/29/DM29/LC/US2-3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om29 N/A L us;; e apbroneh e pre-ap v f&n panelis populated, p PProp! 8 Yes
Little explanation is provided within the Local Plan as to what Design Panels are and when they willbe required. why Policy h a role for them in the planning process and wil pe ofinput soug P PP 4
be.
The University is supportive of high qualiy design and supports new devleopment being accessible from a range of ransportt modes and sustainably located. The development of the Garden Village needs to be coordinated to
148/18/DM28/L/S on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om2s /A 1c s ensure the qualty of design, layout and green / blue infrastructure is safeguarded and enhanced. The University considers that not only large-scale proposals but stes in sensitive locations should be sent to Design Panel for review [No suggested amendments made. Yes
o maintain high standards of design.
P——— o rower nE o behalf o Lancaster Unversty S hapter 10 T n o S [Whist the University promote Lancaster City Centre a5 an attractive place for students and staff o ve and work, the University support the Councils desire to reduce levels of i pollution and improve the qualty of the o ogpested amendments made. .
us/2 Electric charging points should not be a policy requirement, Delete criteria XVil.
054/17/DM29/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om2s /A 1c us/3 Yes
us/a 1f the authority intend local Design Panels to review all major development proposals as pre-application stage, then the authority should set out what local design review arrangement they have made to assess such applications. [ Delete 'Where major developments...descision making process. regarding design panels.
Us/1
This policy makes reference to the use of Design Panels for major d ths s This not provide flexibiity and can often The rovid
128/13/0M29/LC/US1-4 [ Aquib saghir NIL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 10 oM29 N/A L us/2 policy & i o P v v P The req design be Policy DM29. No
€ us/3 ustfication for the design principles propposed within the justification and supporting evidence base.
ys/a
There s litte explanation within the Local Plan as to what the role of the design panel s to be and whether the ' ! of such ap y planning app! Itis also unclear
us/1 whether such panels will fit into the o would delay to the process.
us/2 Clarfy the status of Design Panels
100/04/DM29/LC/US1-4 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemare Properties Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om29 /A L Yes
/04 OM29/L € P P . P d us/3 is perties, of the matters identified are not clear in what is being either sought or abdicated as responsibility for other documents to determine. For identify the SPDs that are really necessary and ensure that any policy considerations are contained within the Local Plan
us/a example, what amount of net gain in Green field site in the Locla Plan? Also what type of electric charging points would be required? There is concern that SPDs may well be used to introduce new policy
requirements would ought to be included in the Local Plan and tested at examination.
163/23/DM29/LC/S David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om29 /A L s Peel notes the content of Policy DM29. The provisions of this policy should be applied flexibly in , costs and No suggested amendments made. Yes
We sugsest that under the heading of ‘other ‘the be added ‘to have regard to the ecology of the site and its surroundins, ecological networks within and outside the site;
o10/0/oM28/LC/us34 avid buniop Wildife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester & North Development Mansgement 05D Chapter 10 om2s VA " us/3 The in this policy un heading ‘other ¢ should require the design of development to have regard to the ecology of the st and its surroundins. It is and to require the retention of astrees, hedges ar as far as s practicable. ves
Merseyside us/a appreciated that this matter is covered in Policy The g relates only d toavery range of habitats and species
Alternatively cross referencing to Policy DM3 would achieve similar compliance.
The Trust consider that criteria XV of ths policy could be usefuly expanded and splitinto two criteria - one dealing with contamination and the other i relation to land stabty.
122/15/DM29/LC/5 Tim Bettany - Simons Canal and River Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om29 /A L s Further reference be provided in Policy DM29 in regard of recognising, safeguarding and protecting the structural integrity of the canal network No
The Trust consider that the structuralintegrity of our network and related infrastructure should be recognised, safeguarded and protected within this policy. [Further detail provided i the representors full esponse.]
051/27/DM30/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om30 /A 1c s The policy seeks to ensure that development which s delivered i of a hgh standard of susteinable design and construction. In principle, our client supports this approach, No suggested amendments made. Yes
167/17/OM30/L/s Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf o SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 oM 30 N/A Lc s In principle our P approach of Policy DM30, however our clent Councilintend to prepare further guidance which will expand on the principles of this policy No suggested amendments made Yes
us/2
054/18/DM30/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 oM 30 N/A Lc us/3 There should be no aditional measures required that go beyond Building Regulation requirements Delete the policy. Yes
us/a
The HBF i g P 2 B d  righ energy efficiency in new
097/09/DM30/LC/S [loanne Hardin Home Builders Federation Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om30 /A L s N ted amendments mad ve
/09/OM30/LC/ joanne Harding fome Bulders Federatior § © e / housing i solely dealt with through Part L of the Building Regulations and should not be required through the planning process © suggested amendments made e
Taylor Wiy liver high standards of ind construction housing schemes an pport the pinciple of Policy DM , Taylor Wiy 1d n i
155/10/DM30/LC/US2 paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om30 /A c us/2 2vlor Wimbey seck to deller high standards of and construction throug ousing schemes and ol DM30. aylorwimes 10t SUPPOT3 Lrore must be a relaxte Policy proved not to be viable. Yes
policy req on large housing sites i the viability and/or deliverabilty of the site
We note that ref toth tfor a balance between sustainabiliy d viabilty have b  from DM30. However, CEP considers that it tthat the Council acknowledge thi
169/18/DM30/LC/US3 onathan walace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om30 /A 1c us/3 @ note that references to the requirement for 2 balance between sustainabllty measures and viabity have been removed from fowever, CEP considers that t remains paramount that the Council acknowledge this [That Policy DM30 s clarified to provide more reference toward development viabilty. Yes
requirement within the final policy text. As drafted DM30 has the potential to adversely affect the impact upon viabiliy of development and jeopardise the effectiveness of the DPD.
Us/1
us/2
128/14/DM30/LC/US1-4 Aquib Saghir L Consuting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 10 oM 30 /A L Usja Policy DM30 i considered to go further than that required by the Locla Plan. As with Policy DM2 Buiding Regulations are continuall being improved and ensure that there is 2 standard minimum of qualy houses. dments mad No
us/a
In respect of , Peel would welcome f the potential on the cost here advants in balance with other Policy DM30
163/24/DM30/LC/S David Dl Turley on behalf o Peel Holdings Investment Development Management DPD hapter 1 om N L s N mendments m; ve
/24/0M30/L/ avid Diggle urley on behalf o Peel Holdings Investments P 2 Chapter 10 30 /A et e anmled fotbiy sadt 1 the conters of wider panes o suggested amendments made. es
us/2 Policy DM31 sets out the Council approach to air quality management and minimising pollution. For development proposals in urban areas, this inclusion of solid Taylor Wimpey would not support
155/11/DMBI/LC/US2-3 paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wi Development Management DPD Chapter 10 oM 31 /A L N ted amendments mad e
aul Nl fanning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey " s apte d us/3 any policy requirement f it threatened the viability and / or deliverabiliy of development. o suggested amendments made. ©
Policy DM31 supports Policy ENLL in relation to air quaity matters. Policy DM31 sets out a requirement f roposals t to delivery reductions in future air quali Peel support
163/25/DM31/LC/S David Diggle Turley on benalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 10 LIVER /A 1c s iy DMBL supports Policy EN11 i refation to air quality matters. Policy DM31 sets out a requirement for oposals to © delivery reductions in future air quality emmissions, Peel Support e, or guidance on these hould be prepared prior Yes
this proposal. The intention to prepare this matter i supp: on these this prior to the Examination.
s [Allland and property i in Zone 1, 2 or 3 defining the degree of risk by flooding, 5o to say that all Is at risk of flooding must meet the sx crit t te. The policy should not seelk to go beyond NPPF t
land and property isin Zone 1, 2 or 3 defining the degree ofrisk by flooding, so to say that al proposals at isk of flooding must meet the six criteria s not appropriate. The policy should not seelk to go beyond NPPF requirements
054/19/DM33/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om33 N/A 1c us/3 o soauentil o oxcaption et & the deg ¥ flooding v thatallprop ® PProP: poliey 8o ey a [Refine the policy to comply with the NPPF or simly rely on the NPPF and delete the policy. Yes
us/a
Lancaster District has several areas which are vulnerable to flooding, including areas where local floodi from a range of There needs to be considerable improvement in documenting local flooding issues f
070/03/DM33/LC/US3 Dr Lesley Bryan N/A Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om33 N/A 1c us/3 ancaster Distict has several areas which are vulnerable to flooding, fncluding areas where local flooding occurs from a range of sources. There needs to be considerable improvement n documenting local looding issues Policy DM30 or DM31 should include a to document looding issues which can then be used to inform the assessment of future development proposals No
informed decisions concerning future development are to be made. [Further detail provided in the representors fullresponse.]
Us/1
us/2 s writt hs 10,31 to 10.35 are not sound b t the importance of th flood risk, and thatit has for the kind of site Flood Risk A tsthat must b
044/02/DM33/NLCS/US1-4 anet Taylor N/A Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om33 /A NG5 ! ritten paragraphs 103110 1035 are not sound because | e mportance of the food risk,ant atithas for the kind of site Flood Risk Assessment sthat mustbe | perail wording amendments have been provided within the representors ful response. Yes
us/3 done, costed, land priced and site viabilty assessment done. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
us/a
122/16/DM34/L/S [1im Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om3s N/A 1c s No comment made. The Trust consider that the supporting text could be usefully expanded to include reference to the potential discharge of surface water from sites nto the canal, No
The wording of 4 allows for developers to p where it has not been or ticable. Taylor Wimpey supports this
155/12/DM34/LC/S Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wi Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om3s /A L s i d ve
autells fanning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey o “ apter / aspect of the policy and would seek to ensre that ths remains an integral part of Policy DM34. ©
Us/1
us/2
044/03/DM34/NLC5/US1-4 anet Taylor N/A Development Management DPD Chapter 10 om3a N/A NLC/S uij Paragraphs 10.37 and 10.42 require modification to ensure their soundness Detail wording amendments have been provided within the representors fullresponse. Yes
us/a
163/26/OM3S/LC/S oovid Diggle 4ty on behalof peet Holdings Investments Development Mansgement D7D Chapter 10 om3s VA o . e support the Counciin their i t improve water effcency.Poicy DM35 sttes tha th desig of nonresdentiadevelopment should enablethe achievement f BREEAM excellent standard. This requirementshouldbe [\ oo ves

applied flexibly and where practicalin the context of wider benefits, costs and development viabilty.




TEGALLY (Intent) ATTENDING
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—— e
It s considered that the policies contained within Chapter 10 of this DPD are in line with Section 7 of the NPPF requiring good design. Th ropriate ai is supported. [Furths i
160/05/C10/Lc/s David Adams [ nxis pED Lt Development Management DPD Chapter 10 /A /A Lc s s considered that the policies contained within Chapter 10 of this DPD are in fine with Section 7 of the NPPF requiring good design. The 2ppropriate air g gation s supported. [Further " |No suggested amendments made. Yes
the representors full response.]
The policy should start with setting out what is expexted in terms of listed buildings in line with the requirement of national policy and legilation which is to conserve and enhance elements that contribute to s signficance. The
section entitled ‘demoliion of lsted buidings' covers substantial harm. Substantial harm s not just demolition and the policy would benefit from the remova of this title to ensure consistency and clarify for those subitting
planning applications as it may lead to confusion in ts current form.
Historic England suggest wording changes to paragraph 2 of the policy to remove repetition. It s unclear why there Is a separate section on extensions and alterations to lsted buildings, which seems to suggest that applications for
these works ar 1 10 any other applications for lsted budings. When in fact extensions and alterations would be considered in the frst half of the policy under the definiton of 1 and willbe subject to th
050/19/DM37/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Management DPD Chapter 11 om37 /A Lc us/a ‘ese works are 2 separate process to any other applications for listed buidings. When in fact extensions and alterations would be considered in the frst half of the policy under the definition of 2 proposal and wil be sublect to the | . e 4 yoring amendments to Policy DM41 are provided within the representors ful response.
same tests and Il other proposal referring to adverse imopact, dominant, distract etc would be part of process of understanding the buldings sgnificance and the level of harm
would not be subject ot different requirements.
Changes of use and conversions would again be covered under the beginning of the policy. Any changes of the elements that would contribute to the significance
of the heritage asset, ensuring it sustains and enhances i, The section on listed buidings and climate change needs to provide further clarity. In addition a section has been suggested which provides guidance on the information to
be submitted with planning applications. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
Historic England suggest changes to the ordering of the policy to provide a more logical approach to assisting licat areas. The conservation areas
050/20/DM38/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Management DPD Chapter 11 om3s /A Lc us/a are not just buildings and therefore, it Is suggested that reference should be made to features and open spaces. The policy would benefit from a more positiv response to applications which come forward which will preserve and | Detailed wording amendments to Policy DM41 are provided within the representors full esponse.
enhance ts special character and appearance. Reference s also suggested to the need to submit a heritage impact assessment / statement for all proposals.
Our cient recognises the great the preservation heritage assets within national planning policy. Reviewing Policy DM39 our client considers there is need for some amendment to its wording,
106/30/DM39/LC/US4 Craig B: Barton Wil behalf of Storey H Development M. ntDPD Chapter 11 om 39 /A 1c us/a The policy ciearly iverges from the national approach in this regard without ustifcation. Our cient considers that the first sentence of the policy should b ded in alignment with h 132 of the NPPF. e
g Barnes arton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes velopment Manageme: apter / / The first sentence advises that proposals which fail to preserve or enhance the setting of a designated heritage asset provides a policy position which is  higher bar than national plannin policy, specifically paragraph 132, [Further [T POEY clearly diverges from the national approach in ths regard without justfication. Our cient considers that the fist sentence of the policy should be reworded n alignment with paragraph 132 of the “5
detail provided in the representors full response.]
[Some of the policy appears to be covered in Paragraph 2 of the policy refers to the asset as wellas the setting which is covered within other policies. Surely it s harm to the setting rather than
050/21/DM39/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Manage Chapter 11 oM 39 /A L us/a 2 negative impact as referred to in paragraph 3 port the steps dentified, shouldn't these also be the steps that apply to all applications for heritage assets as well a their setting? For consistency the policy should | No suggested amendments made.
make clear what assets this policy applies to as the term heritage assets s not used within individual policies and there may be some confusion in ts application.
Scemore o g of Policy DM39 as itis national planning policy. Paragraph 132 of the Framework includes the approach toward the assessment of the effect of proposed development
us/1 on heritage assets and their settings. Substantion harm or oss of Grade Il uildings, parks and gardens should be exceptional, with o assets P p leading to
100/05/DM39/LC/US18284 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemare Properties Ltd Development Manage Chapter 11 oM 39 /A L us/2 substantial or loss should be refused unless itis is required to public benefits The first sentence of the policy should be reworded to accord with national poliy. Yes
us/a
Policy DM39 s because it ihttothe d setting of heritags
DM 35
155/13/DM39-40/LC/5 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD Chapter 11 ova /A 1c s The information required to support a planning appli hould to the scale and imp any heritage asset. No suggested amendments made. Yes
167/18/DMAO/LC/S Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 11 om0 /A L s Policy the NPPF. Our provided in relation to agriculturalland No suggested amendments made. Yes
Scemore o & of Policy DMAO as itis national planning policy. Paragraph 132 of the Framework includes the approach toward the assessment of the effect of proposed development
on heritage assets. This paragraph recognises that there is aclear graduation in significance of differing heritag and does extreme type of by Policy & the loss of non-
s/t designated assets Policy DM40 drafting in a form which tent with h 135 of the F with the existence of a non-designated heritage asset being put nto the planning bal d not gett "
100/06/DMA0/LC/US18284 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemare Properties Ltd Development Manage Chapter 11 om0 /A L us/2 o e e arorn " paragrap! @ & &P planning getting any g Yes
us/a in planning app! e 15, the Framework identifies that the significance of the asset should be taken into account n determining and a balanced regarding |8 Y P
the scale of any harm or loss of significance (para 135). What the Framework does not say is that there will be a presumption in favour of the retention of a non-designated heritage assets and that the loss of whole or part of such
an asset will require clear and convincing justfication.
Historic England suggest changes to Policy DMA1 to ensure clarity and consistency with the NPPF and relevant legislation. The policy needs to provide a start ton what ted out of development Is (. the
050/22/DMA1/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Management DPD Chapter 11 oma1 /A 1c us/a pstoric England suggest changes to Polcy o ensure dlarlty and consstency with the NPPF and relevant legislation. The policy needs to provide a starting point on what i expected out of development proposals (1. they | orcling amendments to Policy DMA1 are provided within the representors full response.
should conserve and enhance those elements that contribute to significance rather than by starting the policy with what s not permitted. It s also recommended that the policy deals with sites of less than national importance.
T Terence to the Arnside & Siverdale ANB within chapter 11, desp Being 3 Tof the AONS fand: dthere b ic policy on the hit mentin the Armsia
161/04/C11/LC/US3 Lucy Barron [ Arnside & Siverdale AONB Partnership Development Management DPD Chapter 11 N/A N/A 1c us/3 & stendne o oo e '8 2 key component of the AONS landscazpe and there being a specifc policy on the historic environmentin the AMSide. g erence should be made to the Arnside & Siverdale AN within ths chapter. No
Historic England strongly object to this section of the plan. The district includes three Registered Parks and Gardens and yet the plan does not include a policy that willprovide a et development which wil
050/18/DM37-41/LC/USa Emily Hrycan istoric England Development Management DPD Chapter 11 N/A N/A 1c us/a fetoric England strongly object to this section of the plan. The disrictincludes three Registered Parks and Gardens and yet the plan does notinclude a policy that will provide a framework to manage any developmentwhich Wil ko b1 should be amended to introduce a policy on Register Parks and Gardens.
affect these types of heritage assets. Without this, there i the risk of harm to the future of these heritage assets. In view of this the plan does not meet the requirements of the NPP.
T Terence to the Arnside & Slverdale AONB in Policy D43, despite biodersity being a k Tof the AONB fand: @ natural beauty and there b Tevant policy In the Amside & Siverdale AONB
161/05/DMA3/LC/US3 Lucy Barron [ Arnside & Siverdale AONB Partnership Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omaz /A 1c us/3 ere fsno reference to the Arnside & Silverdale AONS in Policy espite biodiversity being 2 key component of the AONS landscape and natural beauty and there being  relevant policy in the Armside & Siverdale Reference should be made to the Arnside & Siverdale AONB within this Policy. No
Our client is supportive of the aims of this policy. Our client however questions the Council’; hto and Nationall whereby the Council's does not toadopta
106/31/DMa3/LC/Usa Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omM43 N/A c us/a e supp policy. a W v P P P! The approach applied by the policy should be revised to give greater weight to the international designation in line with national planning policy. Yes
»
169/19/DMA3/LC/S onathan Walace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 12 oma3 /A L s CEP welcomes and considers sound amendments which have been made to Policy DM43 whereby the onus of the policy has shifted towards minimising adverse impacts. dments made. Yes
Peel agrees that a high quality ecological network tant matter, but considers thi hould be identified as an objective rather th . Th le should be nstead to avoid adverse impact which would
163/27/DM43/LC/s David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omaz N/A 1c s e oy ecological network s animportant matter, b considers this fssue should be dentifed a5 an objectve rather than requirement. The princple should be nsteacl o avold adverse Impact WhIERWOUd | he eivery of a high aualiy ecologicalnetwork should be a objective, nota requirement. Yes
106/32/0MAA/LC/US3 g Barnes sarton Wilmore an behalfof Storey Homes Development Management 07D Chapter 12 omas A o /s ourcient i supportive o theaims o the Council o protect and enhancelevesof tres, edgerows and woodland i th distict. However, our clent i coiused by th second part of Plicy DMAA relatingto encouraging ree and | tisbelieved tht the Councils seekin to ensur that new developments make the best use of the opportunity to provide for new planing within thei schemes, assuch the policy should be revised to Applicans are ves
hedgerow cover.In our clients view this section does not make sense and should be revised. encouaged to explore appropriate opportunitis for the planting of..
We consider the first sentence of paragraph 1 of Policy D44 be removed, however should it remain it should state 'where possible, avoid the removal of trees which positvely contribute (either as individual specimens o
169/20/DMA4/LC/US4 onathan Walace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omaa /A L us/a We note that no amendments have been made to Policy DMa4 followin approach taken NPPF h Yes
/20/0MASLC 5 > “ P d / i & PP as part of a wider group) to the visual amenity and environmental value of the locality unless the need for, and / or benefits of, the proposal clearly outweigh the loss."
U/
YIRS — i Development Management 07D Chapter 12 ovas A s us/2 Considerstha the requirements sets ut nthe Lancaster ity Councifs Tree Polcy (and Polly DIVI44) towards the raio toreplantingas being 3 new tres to every tree lost a unrealisicand absurd. The requirement appearstobe |\ (o000 o
us/3 without precedent or equal to any other authority in the UK.
us/a
Policy DM4s attaches " protection of v a5 AONBs. Our client has no objection to this part of the policy where it aligns with paragraphs 115 and 116 of the NPPF.
us/1 o be consistent with national planning policy, Policy DM4S should be amended to read 'New development within these designations willpreserve and enhances the character and appearance of it surroundings and
167/19/DMAS/LC/US184 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omas /A L Yes
/19/0MAS/LC/ 8 > “ P d us/a Policy DM4s5 also deals with local landscape designations, whilst our client has no objection to the proposed designations, our client is concenrned that the wording of the policy restricts any form of development n these areas.  [important natural features safeguarded.."
Any y chan P , however it i to what degree this is harmful and what mitigation can be provided.
i applyin this policy, the Council must ensure that, in common with Section 82 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 200, that in upholding the primary purpose the Council willtake into account the needs of economic and
106/33/DMAS/NLC/US3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omas /A NiC us/3 social needs of local communities. Thus, f there i a clear public benefit of permitting development (.. community support or clear social / economic benefits) even if the proposal is major in form the Council should not refuse the [No suggested amendments made. Yes
development
the second Th h f ignations, and that they make to the character and setting of urbs , will b . and important natural
The National Trust s generaly supportive of Policy DM, however w are concerned that the policy does not go far enough in addressing the NPPF aim of protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, in particular their seting. | 12 2200 0n® =4 0 e serane sebience 5 i The W Enes ehracier Fhees < asnarons, an 'y male {0 the character and setting of urban areas, willbe conserved and important natural
064/01/DM4S/LC/USA Richard Pearse National Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omas N/A Lc us/a [Whilt Policy DMas refers to the conservation and enhancement of protected landscape and is setting in regards to the AONB, this does not extend to local landscape designations. The setting of these areasIs often as important Buarded, providing p: & P . No
the areas themsel
o the areas themselves Delete the words within these areas' from the start of the last sentence. We also requrest that the words within these areas' re also deleted from Policy EN7 for consistency.
Us/1
us/2 seemore to Policy DM4sS arises Policy EN7 (100/9). Further, the objection is also assocated with the extent of the East Lancaster Strategic Site (Policy SG7). Part of the Urban
100/07/DMAS/LC/USL-4 David Barn Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 12 omas N/A Lc Cuckoo Farm buildings and associated land should be excluded from the Urban Setting Landscape designation and included as part of the East Lancaster Strategic Sit Ve
/07/0MAS L/ avid Barnes ar Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties F “ apte / us/3 Setting Landscape which includes the agricultural buildings and associated land at Cuckoo Farm should be excluded from this designation. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] uekoo Farm buldings and associated land should be excluded from the Urban Setting Landscape designation and included as part of the East Lancaster Strategc Site ©
us/a
167/20/0MaB/LC/s Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 13 oM a6 N/A Lc s Our clent welcomes the flexibilty offered by this policy to deliver development in the open countryside and the de to Policy DM14 this policy. No suggested amendments made. Yes
The policy as drafted encourages development in rural areas for conservation and enhancement of heritage assets. Any new development that affects a heritage asset will be expected to demonstrate that it conserves and
enhances the elements which contribute towards its signficiant, including setting, and will meet the requirements of national policy and legislation.
050/23/DMA6/LC/USA Emily Hrycan Historic England Development Management DPD Chapter 13 om4s N/A Lc us/a Reference to heritage should be deleted from Bullet Point IV
The policy appears to be trying to| would n acceptable. Any proposals for enabling development are normally contrary to policy and there are strct requirements for such proposals. In view
of this reference to heritage should be deleted from this policy.
The Local Plan holds on to an outdated residential rural areas and is out of touch with the realies of rural life due to local authority cuts. It takes no account of car ownership
Y oo welbank i Development Management 07D Chapter 13 ovas A o ﬂifi o e e ot L born converaon ol that ot athor loel st S e S oraposet pot P e 0053 34005235 0550 TGS L5 S A L 5 250 S8 A M 5240
complex and do not meet the needs of local residents s
[Our client notes the range of development types that willbe permmitted i principle by the Counciln the Green Belt. Whilst this provides greater clarity on the types of development permitted in the NPPF, our client notes that th
106/34/DMA/LC/US4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 13 omag N/A Lc us/a ur client notes the range of development fypes that will be permitied in principle by the Counclin the Green Belt, Whilt this provides greater clarty on the types of development permitted in the NPPF, our client notes thatthe e proposed policy adopts an approach to development within the Green Belt which is more restrictive than the NPPF. The Policy should be revised accordingly. Yes
scope of this development is more imited than through o relatingto pr ped land, infill and affordable housing
The HRA for the Plan h rease in to Morecambe Bay is ikely due to the new homes proposed and to mitigate the impacts of this the Plan states any new development within 3.5km of
028/05/DMS51/LC/S anet Baguley Natural England Development Management DPD Chapter 13 oms1 N/A Lc s © HRA for the Plan has ncrease © Morecambe Bay s il due fo the new homes proposed and to mitigate the impacts of this the Plan states any new developme! ©f Jwe are of the opinion that vsitor accommodation in this zone could also have the same impacts and the soundness of the policy could be strengthen by including the req 1t for home owner 3 No
Morecambe Bay SPA should p packs dent of the area
161/03/DM51/LC/US3 Lucy Barron Arnside & Silverdale AONB Partnership Development Management DPD Chapter 13 oms1 N/A Lc us/3 The second paragraph of Policy DMS1 could be interpreted to mean tha this only applies to caravan development whereas it should relate to all types of proposal. This should be clarified We recommend that the second paragraphis clarfied to make clear that it refers to al proposals for caravans, chalets, camping pods,log cabins or similar. No
There is only limited reference to AONB in this chapter. It is also not made clear that the policies within the AONB DPD wil be taken into account. eference should be made to the Arnside & Sverdale AONE withinthis chapter,
161/06/C13/LC/US3 Lucy B: [Arnside & Siverdale AONB Partnershi Development Management DPD Chapter 13 /A /A 1c us/3 N
ey Barron nside & siverdale arinership clopment Mansgemen apter / / / Because there is no policy specifically referring to equine related development contained in the Arnside & Silverdale AONB DPD it is important that this district wide policy specifcally references the AONB so that a distinction s o
Specific references should be added to Policy DMSO n relation to AONBs.
made between how proposals willbe considered in this area, which is partcularly sensitive to this kind of development
Pr——— P Tl om behalt of CommercilEotaes Projects R N o N/A - N CE7 wekcemes e rviion 0 Pl SO secic eerences o he ptantalfr Gt hEsing b o e EoTporsed o rger Gevelopmens T el 3 e S0un ey WAL he 0 300 |t ameniments made o
Cimate Change s real and significant issue for the district and the Local Plan has the opportunity to design in the means of reducing the impact from new development, However, there is no mention in the Plan of the need to
provide low-carbon energy infrastructure to supply new housing. The is detail on the types of infrastructure requirement but the focus needs to be on minimising new sources of carbon emmision
168/02/DMS2/LC/USA im Hamilton Cox N/A Development Management DPD Chapter 14 oms2 N/A Lc us/a The Councilsets a test for low carbon energy butincludes a pl target duration of one year. [Amend Policy DMS2 to reflect the isues highlighted. Yes
But whatis missing most i the 'fabric first' or passivhaus design standard to minimise the need fro energy in the home at all The Councilis a substantial landowner and could mandate a sustainable home standard way beyond
building regulations as other authorities have done. [Further detail provided in the representors fullresponse.]
160/06/CLAACSS oavid Adams s oLt Development Mansgement D7D Chapter 16 oms2 VA o . e support the ncusionof Chaptr 14 regarding energy generaton and s considered i ine with national plannin polcy. s recognise that the DPD confrms tht development proposls whichcould connctorsupply distictf (oo ves
oms3 heating networks are encouraged to do so.
us/2
054/20/0MSa/1C/US2:3 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omsa /A L v Itisnot clear what amount of housing individual plans should The poliy should indicate the level o new housing expected in each proposed neighbourhood plan ares. Yes
Itis noted that work is ongoing in relation to viability assessment and the consideration of a CIL Charge. The Council needs to carefully consider how it expects the identifid infrastructure to delivered. Our client supports the
submission of a viabilty assessment to support tobe the levels of Itis considered that these assessments are essentia
051/28/DMSS/LC/US4 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omss N/A Lc us/a No suggested amendments made. Yes
We would refer to comments made on Policy SG13 of the plan n that it is our clients view that no viabilty work has been undertaken in relation to the IDP. Only estimated costs (in some circumstances) have been provided. No
confirmed costs or delivery mechanisms have bee presented. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
169/22/DM55/L/s onathan Wallace Lichfilds on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omss N/A 1c s We welcome Policy DMSS's stipulation that proposals for must be there s already a choice of travel options. CEPs site at Scotforth Road represents such a location No suggestment amendments made. Yes
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163/28/DM5/L/s David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omss N/A Lc s Peel support Policy DMSS i principle and where practical. However, this should be considered in the context of the wider benefits, costs and viabilty of development No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/s,1 Our clientis supportive of the Council's aspirations to enhance physical activity and integrate public realm and provide Infrastructure to support development. Itis noted that there is 2 requirement to provide a Health Impact
051/29/DMS6/LC/USS 18283 Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omss N/A Lc us/2 [Assessment for schemes of 100 or more to assess the impacts on health and well-being. Further clarifcation on what the Council require is needed because this is caveated by being dependent on the nature and scale with the ~ [No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/3 County Council's Public Health Team.
our client the need for P avoid pacts for health and well-being and notes the requirement n certain instances for the preparation of a health impact assessment. However, our client
us/2 in order to provide greater clarity and certainty for application engaged in th i , our clent r that th Council's Public Health Team directly during th
106/35/DMS6/LC/US2-3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 15 oM s6 /A Lc / justfication for for thi for as low in scale as 100 dwellings. It s unlikely that such a scale of development would necessarily result i such adverse i order to provide grearer clarty an PP eneagedinthe process,our . atthe ounty Councits Public Health Team directly during the Yes
us/3 rocess about the need for this assessment.
affects which would not be addressed via planning application. As such it is considered that this threshold i increased.
155/14/OMSS/LC/S o Nellist oW Planning on behlfof Tylor Wimpey Development Management D7D Chopter 15 omse A < . The wording o Policy DM statesthe submision of a Health Impact Assessment wil depend on the nature and sale of development.Taylor Wimpey support tisaspect of the policy and would seek o ensure that thisremainsan |\ oo o ves
integral part of the policy.
us/1 Policy DM56 appears to cover built/indoor sports infrastructure (if not covered by DM27) but it s not underpinned by a Built Facilty Strategy therefore fails to meet NPPF paragraph 96. Further work s required in relation to a Built Faclity Strategy.
185/02/DMS6/NLCS/US18384 Maggie Taylor Sport England Development Management DPD. Chapter 15 oms6 /A NLC/5 us/3 No
us/a The policy is generally supported by is very generic given the ack of local information about demand and supply. Clarityis needed regarding the scope and applicabiliy of Policy DM27 and DMS.
Kentucky Fried Chicken (Great Britain) Ltd considers that the inclusion of criterion VIl of Policy DMS6 is unsound on the following grounds:
us/1
us/2 The policy is not positively prepared and is not based on any robust evidence. The policy is negative n its assumptions over its concept of unhealthy food.
159/01/DMS6/LC/US1-4 Steve si 55 Planning Ltd on behalf of Kentucky Fried Chick Development Management DPD Chapter 15 omss N/A Lc Criterion Vi should be deleted from Policy DMS6. 2
/01/OMSG/LC/ eve simms fanning Ltd on behalf of Kentucky Fried Chicken P . apter / us/3 [There is no abjective evidence for the casuallink between obesity and the proximity of hot food takeaways. There s no evidence presented to support the public health effects of any existing and likely concentrations of hot food | 1110 VIl should be deleted from Policy ©
us/a takeaways. The policy is itis not w be monitored. We consider that no regard has been had to national planning policy because the NPPF does not make reference to dietary issues.
I provided in full )
Policy DM sets out s to ensure new development health and well being. pports th iple. ts h idered that the sub fa Health Impact A t
163/29/DM56/L/s David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 15 oms6 N/A Lc s olcy DVISE sets out uatious requirements to ensure new cevelopmen and well betne In princip. s Roweve? considered that the submission of a Health Impact Assessment I pee suggest that the requirement of Health Impact Assessment is omitted from Policy DMSE. Yes
alongsider pl lications for allsceh 100 dwell 3! lating to health and well being are more typically set out within a Design and Access Statement.
Our client notes that the Councilare undertaking work to assess the viabilty of CIL. In relation to planning contributions, our recognition a when q
s accords with national policy. The policy also incluc 4 to be unviable, the Cc v can be delivered through other mechanisms such as Government
rants. This requires further clarification on how and when this will be made available given cuts to public sector fundiny
167/21/DMS7/LC/US18284 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Manage Chapter 16 oMm57 N/A e us/2 ¢ a B P e No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/a
g Policy DMS?7 refers to an Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) which has been set out the need for new infrastructure in the distict. It s our clients position that no viability work or testing has been undertaken in relation to the IDP,
only estimated costs have been provided. Itis our clients view that the IDP is contrary to paragraph 173 of the NPPD and the scale of obligations proposed will affect and threaten the viabilty of any scheme.
There is no benefit i the policy gtociL The policy seeks plan status to a subsequen SPD which is
us/3
054/21/DMS7/LC/US3-4 chis G Garner Pl behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development M. ntDPD Chapter 16 oms7 N/A Lc Delete reference to CIL, delete reft to the SPD in the policy wording and complete a plan viabil t bef the Local Pk e
/21/OMST/LC] s Gamer armer Planning on behalf of Russell Armer velopmentMansgeme apter / us/a If financial contributions are so high as to make housing development unviable then the impact willbe a reduction in affordable housing, The authority must assess the viabilty implications as indicated by paragraph 173 of the elete reference to ClL, delete references to the SPD N the policy wording and complete a plan viabilty assessment before progressing the Local Plan ©
PP,
The wording of Policy D7 allows a developer to submit a financial viability assessment to ensure the viability and deliverability of a development. Taylor Wimpey supports this aspect of the policy and would seek to ensure this
remains an integral part of Policy DM
155/15/DM57/1/s Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD Chapter 16 oms7 N/A Lc s The text contained in paragraph 16.19 should be included within Policy DM5?. Yes
Paragraph 16.19 of the D PD states that some shown over the scale of contribution delivered and will be dependent on the level of impact arising from the specific development
proposals. This text should be added to the policy wording and not just the supporting text to ensure deliverability and viability of development proposals
us/2 Policy DM57 sets out itment by the Councilto investigate the role of CIL. The Policy a t ference to a Infrastructure Delvery Plan (IDP) which puportedly sets out the needs for new infrastructy
169/23/DMS7/LC/US2-3 ionathan walace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 16 oms7 N/A Lc / olcy DVIS sels outa commitment by the Councilto vestigare e role @ Polcy also now contains  cross reference to 2 Infrastructure Delvery Plan (IDP) which puportedly sets out the needs for new infrastructure. o, o157 should explain thatthe spatial development framework for the Garden Vilage i at a very early stage and the in the IDP remains only p Yes
us/3 across the district. In order to ensure the soundness of Policy DMS7 and that tis justfied and effective.
Us/1
us/2 The Councilintend to adopt a CIL change, however caution should be applied and a robust analysis on viability needs to be undertaken to ensure that CIL can be deliverable. This s particularly a concern n relation to the high levels
128/15/DMS7/LC/US1-4 [Aquib Saghir NJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Manage Chapter 16 oms7 N/A Lc No suggested amendments made. No
/15/0MS7LCH aulb s2gf ¢ P & P d us/3 of affordable housing expected. Persimmon is supportive of financial contributions that mitigate site specific impacts and that can be robustly demonstrated. 88
us/a
029/07/0MS7/LC/S [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmiand Trustees Development Manage Chapter 16 oms7 N/A Lc s [We welcome the recognition that the delivery of be subject to d testing. The Trust ILis the for the Council No suggested amendments made. Yes
Policy DMS7 seeks to establish the principles for the use of CIL, however the Councilare yet to finish research into the viability of CIL. In this regard the provisions of Policy DMS? are somewhat contradictory and premature and
clarification is required on this matter.
(Consideration should be given to the role of CIL within strategic sites.
us/1 s referenced within Policy DMS7 there is some the future of CIL and Peel does not consid most appropr for strategic delivery in support of strategic
163/30/DMS7/NLCS/US184 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 16 DM 57 N/A NLC/5 US;A Jocat v v P el Vi supp € Yes
2llocations. The lst of identified in Table 16.1 should be revised accordingly.
el e listof in Table 16.1is not normally appropriate and that infrastructure described can be funded through a range of differing means. The development industry cannot be expected to
fund all potenital infrastructure in an area, particularly where the need for it arises in relaiton to population growth which would occur even f new homes were not built. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
vs/2 he pol Il major development to enable Fibre to P (FTTP). BT wil Atthet fapl Jicati that FTTe
054/22/DMS8/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 16 OMs8 N/A e us/3 polcy req o P! v Delete this policy. Yes
© viable fibre s to be p requiring FTTP to all maj delay or preclude
us/a
The HBF generally consider that digitalinfrastrucutre is an important part of integrated development within an area. However, the inclusion of digital infrastructure such as high-speed broadband and fibre s not within the direct
control of the development industry and as such itis considered that this policy could create deliverability issues for development and developers
us/3
097/10/DMS8/LC/US3-4 10anne Hardi Home Builders Federati Development Management DPD Chapter 16 omss N/A Lc The statement ‘all major developments within the distrct will enable Fibre to the Premises (FTTP). For smaller schemes the Council will expect FTTP to be provided wh tical.'should be deleted from Policy DMSS. 2
/10/DMSE/LC/ joanne Harding fome Bulders Federation evelopment Managemen apter / us/a \Whist the NPPF establishes thatlocalplanning authorities should seek to support the expansion of electronic communication netwokrs it does not seek to prevent development that does not have access to such networks. The Hg | @ t2tement Allmajor developments within the district will nable Fibre to the Premises (FTTP). For smaller schemes the Councilwill expect FTTP to be provided where practical should be deleted from Policy ©
consider that in seeking to provide broadband and fibre to homes the Council should work proactively with telecommunications providers to extend provision and not rely and the development industry to provide for suc
infrastructure.
FTTP on large housing sites f i threatened the viability andor deliverability of the site. FTTP often requires aservice provider and
155/16/DMS8/LC/US2 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD Chapter 16 omss N/A Lc us/2 P poley No suggested amendments made. Yes
/16/OMSB/LC € v Pey P & P d g clarity what developers willbe required (particularlyin the abscence of a service provider) is essential, 88
U/
us/2 The draft plan states that all major developemnt within the district will enable fibre t FTTP). This poli fon is not consistent with national policy and bly places a burden on devel d should b
128/16/DMSB/LC/US1-4 [Aquib saghir NIL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 16 omss N/A Lc 4 e draft plan states that ll mjor developemnt within the distrct il enable fbre to premises (FTTP). This policy provision isnot consistent with national polcy and unreasonably places a burden on developers and should be.Jaeterence to this requirement should be removed in s entrety from Policy DMS8 No
us/3 removed inits entirety. The Council should support f but not create an obstacle to development which may not be able to incorporate such services
us/a
163/31/DM5B/LC/s David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 16 omss N/A Lc s Peel notes the comments set out in Policy DMS8 and supports this proposal in principle and where practical, however this should be considered in the context of the wider benefit, cost and viabiliy of development. No suggested amendments made. Yes
[Whilstour client does not abject to the inclusions of standards in Policy DM6, our client considers that the Counci should show in these standards subject
106/36/DM61/LC/US3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Starey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 16 om6l N/A Lc us/3 No suggested amendments made. Yes
/36/OMBILCH ¢ Y P & P d g \which may mean lower standards of provision may be suitbale within adverse effects on parking levels wihtin and in close proximity to the site. 88
U/
us/2
128/17/DM61/LC/US1-4 [ Aaquib saghir NIL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 16 om61 N/A Lc us;; Further clarity s stil required in the Policy with regard to parking for specific house types and flexibility to take account of site circumstances and housing mix. The policy requires amending to take this into account. No
us/a
The role of the Lancaster District Highways and Transport Masterplan is acknowledged by our client. Having reviewd this Plan itis noted that it is out-of-date with the Masterplan reflecting proposals outlined within the Draft
Version of the Local Plan.
106/37/DM63/LC/US2 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Development Management DPD Chapter 16 ome3 N/A Lc us/2 No suggested amendments made. ves
There are also differences in costs set out between the Transport Masterplan and Local Plan, for example the costs of Junction 33 reconfiguration which are considered to be between £40m and £60m in the Transport Masterplan
and £40m in the Council's own Infrastructure Development Plan. Our client requests that the costs of this project are confirmed in the near future.
Policy quires proposals, ty those which will g i footfall and motorised journeys to be located where sustainable travel patterns can be achieved. I principle, our client supports the need to travel
167/22/DM59/LC/Us4 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 17 omss N/A Lc us/a by private car however our client objects to the final paragaph of the policy which relates to highway capacity and the requi s drafted the p [Further detail | The final part of the policy should be amended to reflect the test outlined in paragraph 32 of the NPPF. Yes
provided in the representors full response.]
us/3 The policy should fol h 29 of the NPPF and confirm that different polcies and il b din different ties and transport solutions will vary from urban t
054/23/DMS9/LC/US3-4 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russel Armer Ltd Development Management DPD Chapter 17 oms9 N/A Lc US;A ety vl folow paragraph 29 oF the NPPF and confirm that dfferent polcies and measures wilbe requiredin diferen wllvery fromurbanto Y rhe policy should include the words 't s recognised that o transport solutions will vary from urban to rural areas. ves
cep welcomes th I of previous text from Policy DM59 which stipulated development will ot b tted where itis considered b tand This reflects th f the
169/24/DMS9/LC/s ionathan wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 17 oms9 N/A Lc s welcomes the removal of previous text from Policy DMSS which stipulated development will ot be permitted where t s considere ransport and hif s reflects the ©1the 1o suggestment amendments made. ves
NPPF and is considered a more sound approach.
EVE]
DM 60
Support given to policies DMS9, DME0, DM1 and DM2. The County Council particular) rt the inclusion of Policy DM63 in relation to the Lancaster District High d Transport Masterplan. Furth ted ref
020/04/C17/NA Marcus Hudson Lancashire County C d Transport) Management DPD Chapter 17 om61 /A /A NA upport glven o pols o © County ouncl paicutarly support he inclusion of Follcy retation fo-the Lancaster Bistrict HIghways and Transport Masterplan. FUrher suggested references I ggested wording i suggested for Policies DM3 in relation to the Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan and Movement Strategy.
e are recommended for Policy D63, [Further detal provided in the representors full response.]
DMv63
122/17/DM60/17.19/L/5 Tim Bettany - simons (Canal and River Trust Development Management DPD Chapter 17 om60 1719 Lc s The Trust support the thrust of the policy but given the canal towpath acts as a key sustainable transport route it i disappointing there is no reference to this either within the policy or within the supporting text, A5 a minimum the Trust consider that paragraph 17.19 should be expanded to 10 the Lancaster Canal I No
169/25/DM60/LC/US1 ionathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 17 oM 60 N/A Lc us/1 Paragraph 3 of Policy DMGD i not positively prepared in the context of the NPPF's pursuit of sustainable development. We request paragraph 3 is amended gis sugg in the repr fullresponse. Yes
Vehicle park fon is set out in Policy DM61 and Appendix E. Any parki tandards must justfied in order for the Development M 1t DPD to be found sound at Examination. Th
155/17/DM61/LC/US2 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD Chapter 17 omel N/A Lc us/2 ehicle parkdng provision is set out in Policy v parking or standards must Justifiedin order for the Development Management DPD to be found sound at Examination- The o suggested amendments made. ves
Council must therefore ensure that its evidence is robust and up-to-date.
us/1 Parking provision i livered in accordance with the requirem in an appendix to the draft Local Plan. However, the blanket application of rds may not deliver the desir on in the use of
100/08/DMEL/LC/USL.2 avid Barnes star lanning on behalf of Sesmore Proparties Lt Developrment Management OPD Chapter 17 oMl /A L / arking provision is to be delivered in accordance with the requirements as set out i an appendix to the draft Local Plan. However, the blanket application of such standards may not deliver the desired reduction in the use of somme ety I reguires I the spplcaton ofstandards to refect i ves
us/2 private cars in some locations, for example along high quality p within Flexibiity s required in application of the standards to reflect site-specific circumstances.
£P considers that Policy DM2 is not currently consistent with the NPPF and should be am I inclusion of the first paragraph of the Policy of a reference to have a regart
169/26/DM62/LC/US4 onathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 17 omez N/A Lc us/a CEP considers that Plicy ::ns\:crul:v;udc:cl‘oyp:‘? sistent with the NEPF and should be amended we wele clusion ofthe irst paragraph of the Policy of a reference to have 21¢gard |t wording is suggested within the representors fullrespanse. Yes
Policy DM63 acknowlegdes the recent adoption of the Transport and Highways Masterplan and refers to specific improvements along the A6 corridor and crossing of the West Coast Mainline. At present is appears that Policy DM63
169/27/DM63/LC/US2 ionathan wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Development Management DPD Chapter 17 ome3 N/A Lc us/2 duplicates a number of the more site specific requirements for the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Its inclusion in the Development Management DPD is therefore not justified and should be omitted in the interests of | That Policy DM63 be omitted from the Development Management DPD. ves
soundness.
| i & 1o highw Tty on the AG corridor in South Lancaster. Funding for such 5 3 pub 0e that development s viable and
029/08/0M63/LC/S [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmiand Trustees Development Management DPD Chapter 17 ome3 N/A Lc s o e a1 merevementsto highway capacily on the A6 corrdor i South Lancaster. Funding for suc needs andpuble i orde that developmentis viable and Ino suggested amendments made Yes
licy SG1 identifies a number of desi iples relating to transport, including th  modal shift and n [ referen mber of site specific policies which will assis ilin deliver
163/32/DM63/LC/S David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Development Management DPD Chapter 17 omes N/A Lc s Poliey SG1 dentifies 2 number of design principles relating to transport,including the need for modalshft and network capaclty. Policy DM63 references 2 number of site specifc policies which will ssit the Councilin delivering o, 561 hould be ncluded within the ls o polices in Policy DME3. Yes
their Infrastructure Delivery Plan but Policy 561 has been omitted.
o1 Highways England support the policies set outin Chapter 17 and welcomes the reference to the Strategic Road Network and the commitment to working with key partners to ensure capacity and operation of the network is
EIICITICS warren Hiton ghwoys England Development Management D7D Chapter 17 ped A o . protecte: ::;:r:“;;h::;duk;:made to Highways England document Planning for the Future. With reference to DM63 we would suggest a minor word change in the final sentence to clarify the DPD to mean the Strategic Policies and
5616 !
We woud reiterate our previous commnets on welcoming a reference to the Planning for the Future’ document within the supporting text of Policy DM62.
Taylor Wimpey generally supports the approach of Polices DM27 and DMI&2 but at present these policies, appendices and support text (o not a Tow Wil be calculated or
oM existin Lancaster
155/09/DM27842/LC/US2 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Development Management DPD N/A oot N/A Lc us/2 [There must relevant mechanisms to relax the requirement i it is proved not to be viable. Yes
Taylor Wimp notsupport a policy req for op ifthis threatens Jor y of the site. [Further detail provided in the representors full
response]
180/02/L/s Sacha Rossi National Ai Traffic Services (NATS) Development Management DPD N/A /A /A Lc s INATS has no comments to make on the Local Plan. No suggested amendments made. No
NLC/1
NLC/2 us/1
NC/3 us/2 It s established that specialist housing for older d i terms of site location, cost, sa d revenues. Whilt the proposed Development
179/01/NLC1-6/Us1-4 [ Aexander child The planning Bureau Ltd Development Management DPD N/A /A /A = - Cost Specialst housing for ol le should be viabilty tested. v
exander S & 3 7 7 7 NLC/a us/3 Management DPD contains Policy DMS that is aimed at delivering more specialist housing for older people, the delivery of suich housing has not be viability tested. GLECEITR A SRR S0 A L0 A RS ©
N5 us/a
NI/
The trust wel d 15 the clear definitions of C ity Facilties and Cultural Assets. However, we do not feel it to directl ubli Pubs id
074/02/AppA/LC/S Tom Clarke [The Theatre Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Appendix A N/A N/A Lc s © trust welcomes and supports the clear definitions o} Communtty Facilfies and Cultural Assets. However, we do notfeel it necessary to directly publie s can provide Removal of the reference to exclude public houses from the ‘Cultural Asset’ definition should enhance protection should such facilties come under threat from unnecessary loss. No

for cultural in addition to their




TEGALLY (Intent) ATTENDING
|
PINS REF INAME | ORGANISATION DPD CHAPTER poticy PARA COMPLIANT SOUNDNESS [SUMMARY OF RESPONSE (SOUNDNESS) [SUGGESTED AMENDMENT EXAMINATION
—— e
Lancashire County Council adopted and published a Transport Masterplan for Lancaster District in 2016. Pl pr beginning of highway and transport infrastructure delivery to serve the
district over the next 15 years. However, the schemes referenced are not based on any evidence which have been prepared in support of the emerging Local Plan.
|Whilst the County Council have addressed some of the previous concerns of HE there remain several issues which include the scope of transport evidence determing: ts on the Network (SRN). HE
requested that Lancaster City Council consider postponing the Publication of the Local Plan to assis them in assessing transport impacts of both existing and proposed development on the transport network. The view of the
076/01/C1/LC/US2 Warren Hilton Highways England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 01 N/A N/A w© us/2 Council was that the required evidence could be made available before the Public Examination. We request that a comprehensive and transparent cumulative transport assessment dertaken before the Public E» ttion for the sites, in addition tc for th sites in close
proximity to the SRN that are likely to generate over 30 two-way trips.
[ The absence of any evidence of and effects of the proposed infrastructure improvements and strategies outlined in the Transport Masterlan (and consequently the Local Plan) in relation
to the operation of the M6 are of concern to HE at this time.
|Whilst the Council has engaged with HE throughout this process, we do not presently consider that our comments relating to the lack of robust transport evidence have been addressed. [Further detail provided in the representors.
full response.]
[ The Coal Authority is pleased to see reference is made to the Lancashire Waste and Minerals Local Plan and its policies and policy direction as being a material consideration in the decision making process.
081/02/C1/LC/S Melanie Lindsay | The Coal Authority Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 01 N/A N/A L s [No suggested amendment made. No
|We are however disappointed that Policy EN11 relating have been d from the plan.
050/01/2.20233/1/s Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 02 /A 220-233 Lc s We welcome the recognition of the historic environment in Lancaster, including the City and surrounding towns of Morecambe Carnforth and rura areas. a d No
Our client 'ds that the pl d to be extended by thr 0 2034. Thi i id ffi it d for pl bjecti d th to be dell d. As draft the pl: d idered d and t
051/01/PP/LC/US Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A Lc us ur client recommends that the plan period to be extended by three years to ' will provide 2 sufficient period for planing objectives and growth to be defivered. As draft the plan period is considered unsound and s not [Extend the plan period period by three years to 2034. Yes
consistent with national policy. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
[Our client conti to b lly i f the d Spatial Vi for Lz ster District. Thi the basis that it is largely stent with national policy. H r, we h: ith the d rding 'right
051/02/C3/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A e B ur client continues to be generally supportive of the proposed Spatial Vision for Lancaster District. This Is on the basis that it s largely consistent with national policy. However, we have concerns with the proposed wording TNt ¢\, ification required over the terminology 'right time", Yes
time' and clarification of this matter is required.
us/3 Our client recommends that the plan period to be extended by three years to 2034. This will provide a for \d growth As draft the plan period is considered unsound and s not
167/01/PP/NLCS/US3-4 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 /A /A NLC/S Extend the plan period period by three years to 2034 Yes
/01/PPINLCS/ & ®! P! i/ i/ / us/a [consistent with national policy. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] plan period p v ¥
Our client strongly support the Council's vision and ambitions to weicome the district recognising the need to grow However, i line with 1 the Council must this
167/02/SVC/s Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 /A /A L s Economic growth should be evenly distributed across the district. Yes
/SvILCH: & ®! P! i/ i/ [growth is distributed across the district and not merely directed to Lancaster and Heysham. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] @ v
106/06/PP/LC/USE Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A e us/a [ The Lancaster District Local Plan will provide for a 20 year plan period between 2011 and 2031. Our client is concerned that the period provided by the Local Plan post adoption is insufficient to secure the delivery of the proposed | The principle issue of this timescale post adoption is to ensure that there is sufficient period within the scope of the Local Plan for planning objectives and growth needs to be delivered. The extension of the plan period by 3 Yes
vision and objectives. At the time of writing the Local Plan is set to expire in 13 years, as a result the potential adoption period provided by the plan is below that which is set out by the Government in paragraph 157 of the NPPF. years will enhance the deliverability of these and bring the wider plan into alignment with the proposed housing requirement.
Our client believes that the proposed vision is too simplistic in its approach. visions , beyond parts of as 'coast and countryside’. Our client believes that
this ignores the diversity of f t and the spatial h to delivery.
106/07/C3/1c/Us3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 /A /A L us/3 No suggested amendments made. Yes
Our clent believes that insufficient attention i provided within the vision to the need of the Council o allow the defivery of sufficient levels of housing of the right type and in the right location to enable wider sections of the
communty to own a home which i affordable and bult to a high standard. issues are given significant attention in national planning policy and is asignificant matter to be addressed i this Local Plan.
Strong support for the spatialvision and the L asa perity of the istrict, With regard to the vision for Lancaster, the University consider that the Plan underplays the
148/01/C3/LC/s Jon Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A e s '8 supp P & v play: No suggested amendments made. Yes
citical importance of improving the profile and status of the University in conjunction with is host city.
us/1
v The Plan covers a period 2011 - 2034, purposes of seeks to entend the plan period to 2034 to allow for an additional 3 monitoring years to achieve the housing target. Whist the Council
146/01/PP/LC/US1-4 hn Fieming (Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 /A /A L v consider extend the plan what thi doesis the annual req 522 ely the 1f the plan period is extended then consed housing the plan be increased
the purposes of calculating housing supply and s therefore no justfied. Gladman object to this approach
us/a purp g housing supply i i PP
050/02/C3/LC/S Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A L s |We support the vision especially that by 2031 Lancaster’s historic environment will be protected and enhanced including the city and its surrounding districts. No suggested amendments made.
097/02/LC/US184 1oanne Harding Home Builders Federation Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A e us/1 Documents state that the plan period is to cover the period 2011/12 to 2031/32 with the exception of the housing policy which cover the period 2033/34. This appears to provide the opportunity for confusion and it is considered | Whilst it is recognised that this may have implications for the evidence base, site allocations and plan policies, the HBF recommends that the Council considers extending the end date of the Plan. It will be important that this Yes
us/a that it may be more appropriate to move to a consistent plan period. It is also noted that the plan period will not ensure a 15-year time horizon post adoption as preferred by the NPPF. longer plan period aligns with the housing requirements, with an appropriate supply of housing land for the same period. This could mean that additional sites need ton be available, particularly in the short term.
CEP support and consider sound the Councif vsion for Lancaster. Key to achieving this will b the delivery of new homes and the spatal vision should include specific reference to the role of housing delivery in supporting the
169/01/C3/LC/S Jonathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A Lc S c Tp trat bit i & v P P e v PP e The spatial vision should be amended to refer to the role of housing in delivering the strategic ambitions identified. Yes
ouncil's strategic ambitions.
us/1 [The plan period is between 2011 and 2031. The timeframe for delivery in Policy SP6 is 2011 and 2034. The period of delivery of new homes has been extended to ensure that this aspect of the plan complies with paragraph 157 of
us/2 the NPPF. However, the timeframe within Policy SP6 conflicts with the overall plan period and should be consistent throughout the plan.
163/01/PP/NLCS/US1-4 David Diggle | Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A NLC/5 us/3 No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/a Moreover the 12,000 dwelling requirement within the Plan is the amount suggested by the Council to meet needs up to 2031, but has been stretched across the extended delivery period to 2034. Any delivery beyond 2031 should
be additional to the 12,000 requirement. As currently drafted Policy SP6 does not meet the housing needs up to 2034.
163/02/SV/LC/S David Diggle | Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A N/A L s Peel is broadly supportive of the Spatial Vision. It provides a positive basis for sustainable growth in the district. However, it is noted that there is no explicit mention in the Vision of housing delivery. | The Vision should include reference to housing delivery. Yes
P03 Lancaster has as much as can d However, ople understand what Council's do, their
110/01/C3/5P3-4/LC/S Nick Moule N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 03 N/A L s " . s g What the Council should carefully about after the finalisation of the Plan is what more can be done to help local residents be more informaed of priorities and progress on key schemes. No
/01/C3/s 4 el P! SPO4 i/ quently only react when they affected. [ provided in full response.] v P P progr v
Chapter 03 it idered thr h subs 1t objections to the Local Plan that further sites should be identified within the Local Plan tc that ti ht by the f the pl be ided for. In th 1t context of the
103/01/C3-4/LC/US1 Daniel Hughes PWA Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD apter N/A N/A g us/1 s considered fhrough subsequent objections o the Local Plah that further stes should be icentified within the Local Pan fo ensure that aspiration sought By the vision of the plan cah be provided fof, ™ the cufrent context O t1€ | eurther land should be identified to meet residential development needs. Yes
Chapter 04 DPD is not considered sound and is not positively prepared in that it is not demonstrated that it is prepared on a strategy which meets development needs. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Our client is generally supportive of the proposed strategic objectives. It is noted that within Objectives 1-5 that additional 'sub-objectives' have been included. The main focus of the objectives remain lost within the text and
continues to be more akin to policy than objectives. We maintain these should be simplified.
| The Strategic Obijectives should be simplifed.
it ted that the te lating to Carnforth where it f d as both a 'Market Town' and "Local Service Centre". C it hould b lied and Id t that Carnforth is referred t
051/03/C4/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A Lc s ‘N‘I;’r‘rT:wn‘s ere remain inconsistencies relating to Carnforth where itis referenced as both a Market Town"and Local Service Centre’. Consistency should be applied and we would suggest that Carnforth s referred to as 2 Reference to Carnforth should be as a 'Main Town". Yes
Further clarity to be provided on how the Community Infrastructure Levy will be implemented.
It is noted that SO4 includes reference to the Community Infrastructure Levy. Whilst CIL is supported in principle where it is proven necessary and viable, further information is required from the Council as how this is to be
implemented.
our to support the Council's ambit the role of Carnforth generally Council's ambitions to provide new housing and th The allocation of new employment and In Carnforth s necessary to fulfl the strategic objectives.
167/03/SO/LC/5 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A L s However, o achieve these strategic objectives and delivery sustainable growth the Plan must allocate in Carnforth . Itis noted there is an inconsistency in the way Carnforth s referred to Yes
in m orlocal This should be clarified Consistency of wording should be provided into how Carnforth i referred to,
Our clent agrees that the five over-arching objecti the are most critcal for the Local Plan to address.
Our clent cupport the economic ambitions of the Counciland welcomes the aspirations to diversity the economy and employment inthe disrict. Our client is supportive fo the recognition provided to the role of housing in
achieving these economic aims. Our client also support the inclusion by the Council o the need for planning policy to support the rural economy, however this should be expanded to refer to the role of housing development in
delvering rural economic growth.
us/3 Our client welcomes the attention provided to towards housing issues such as sustainable delivery, housing of the right type, well designed housing, energy efficiency, high qualuty and the need for rural housing. A notable absence
106/08/C4/LC/US3-4 Craig Barn Barton Willmore on behalf of Stc Home Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A L N ted amendments mad e
2ig Barnes arton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes atesic Polices & Land Allocations apte d d us/a is the need to secure development in atimely manner to maintain a5 year supply and ensuring the delivery of the housing requirement within the plan period. The Council should also include objectives to secure full delivery of | \© *VEE°Sted amendments made. ©
affordable and provide g housing buyers. The Council should ensure that there is suffcient its planning p lopment needs of places affected by
blanked environment or historic designations can be delivered senstively. For example Areas of 8 Beauty have development needs which should not be ignored.
A key objective in the Local Plan s the delivery of infrastrucutre, this plan should set out how, when and whom wil eliver this infrastructure.
Our clentis supportive of the Council's objective to reduce the sustainable locations. However, a key part of ths for rural areas isthe need to secure new development which will
retain business, workforce and ensure sustainable communities are maintained.
148/02/C4/1C/s ion Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A g s relation to f tofut Include reference to student accommodation within the Strategic Objectives. Yes
050/03/C4/LC/s Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A L s |We support the content of Strategic Objectives SO1 and SO3 particularly those which relate to the historic environment. No suggested amendments made.
e swrategi ives are generally consi 7 ricularly welcome Strateg! fves SOT and S02. The ref 2 % not only meeting the changing n h n T growth
097/03/CA/LC/S [1oanne Harding Home Builders Federation Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A e s D:rc“s:u‘a;:g ‘cmu:;cr;:;:‘csa e generally considered appropriate, we particularly welcome Strategic Objectives SO1 and SO2. The reference to SO2 to not only meeting the changing needs of the population but also support growth is [No suggested amendment made. Yes
[ The plan has a range of shortcomings which affect its soundness, these are summarised as:
‘The published DPD contains a myriad of scattered urban fringe greenfield sites around the district. There fe to eemployment 'd assumes that th ‘will be from
urban areas to the South.
There is no focus on the priorities for devel pattern of these sites- h —that P an emphasis first. The DPD should include a list of key priorities for
us/1 | development.
us/2 it t clear that the DPD has fully taken intc 1t the tential wider pl t of the strate bjecti the sub-r d shbouris ithorities, particularly lation to housing, I tand
021/01/CH/LC/USL 4 evid Alexander v/a Strategic Poliies & Land Allocations DFD Chapteros /A /A L % is not clear that the DPD has fully taken into account the potential wider planning impact of the strategic objectives on the sub-region and neighbouring authoritis, particularly n relation to housing, employment an o sugsested amendments made. o
us/3 [environment policies.
us/a How far will the delivery of growth to the scale proposed will put at risk the much lauded self- strategy of the district through commuting?
How effective is a DPD that provides such a widespread range of development sites without a clear direction of planning steer to the priorities. Will developers continue to ‘cherry pick’ the best sites and leave behind the long
standing sites that local residents wish to see regenerated?
‘The DPD makes no attempt to consider what impact of tably Bailrigg Garden Village, will have for the realistic implementation of the rest of the DPD and especially in relation to
regeneration.
[Further detail on these matters provided in the responder’s full response.]
131/01/Ca/NLC3/US2 ane Cheat a Strategic Polcies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 VA VA e sr2 The DPD is based on an alleged assessment of housing need which i disputed and considered to be a gross exaggeration of what i actually required. | do not believe that the report prepared by Turley was truly independent and s |The proposed housing need has been totally exaggerated based on spurious figures in the Turley Report. My objection cannot be resolved with modification. The proposed housing development in the area is unecessary o
ot considered to be based on any genuine evidence. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.] and based on unsound evidence.
us/1
1o8/01/ca/Lc/Us 14 nquib saghic L Consalting on behalfof Persimmon Homes Strategi Polces & Land Allocations DPD Chapteros /A /A L us/2 In general Persimmon are supportive o the Strategic Objectives in SO and SO2. The support and emphasis on growth and economic potental o the distict is considered appropriate. These strategic poicies should however be |\ oo i g, o
us/3 reflected throughout the plan which does not seem to be the case.
us/a
|We generally support the overall thrust of the strategic objectives. However, we note the change in emphasis from the draft which aimed P of the full objecti housing. r district.
us/1 This has now been diluted to a simple reference of diivering housing in the district, We do not consider this to be sufficiently ambitious statement of intent. Whilst we note the Council has highlighted constraints to dentifying
Peter Brett Associated on behalf of us/2 ic ing lan n 1, we are not convinced thi ifcation for n i imum the wel i in the distri
124/01/C4/LC/US1-4 Michael Gilbert H:ZWBE:H ssociated on behalf of Hurstwood Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A w© US;} sufficient housing land to meet needs in full, we are not convinced this is adequate justification for not at least striving to meet as a minimum the objectively assessed housing need in the district. The Council should seek to meet ts objectively assessed housing need in full, Yes
us/a As it stands this is not a sound objective as it contradicts the current of the NPPF which th ies to ir assessed need. above of
Estate will make a clear positive contribution towards fulfuilling this [Further in pr full response.]
163/03/50/LC/S David Diggle [Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 04 N/A N/A e s Peelis pportive of the identified. avariety of issues including g delivery and provision. [No suggested amendments made. Yes
051/04/C5/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 05 N/A N/A e s The Key Diagram provides a useful overview of how the Local Plan is derived, however itis felt that given position be made to the the Key Diagram. |Add reference to neighbouring authorities within the Key Diagram. Yes
The Key Diagram provid ful overview of the context provided for plan making which has influenced how the Local Plan has been derived. It provid f the spatial h in the district
106/09/C5/L/s Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 05 N/A N/A 1c s © Key Diagram provides 3 useful overview of the context provided for plan making which has influenced how the Local Plan has been derived. It provides 2 ofthe '@ S7E% L Given the emering shiftsin emphasis by national planning policy towards cross boundary planning, itis considered that reference should be made on the Key Diagram to identify its bordering Local Planning Authorites. Yes

and allows those with a lesser understanding of the district's geography to better grasp the picture of development.
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To reflect the the University to the itis University's estate, including the Bailigg Campus, Health Innovation Park and Forest Hill i identified on the Key Diagram as a ‘Strategic
Sie
148/03/C5/LC/s ion Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 05 N/A N/A L s « Additional be added to the Key il of Assets as a Strategic Site. Reference to Junction hould be made, Yes
Reference should also be made 1o the Junction hich il L
Our clentis supportive of the inclusion of a model policy of the presumption in favour of sustainabl However, it s not necessar ference to plans b dopted
neighbourhood plans form part of the Development Plan. This reference should be omitted.
051/05/sP1/L/s Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06 spo1 /A 1c s [Remove reference to neighbourhood plans from Policy SP1. Yes
Notwithstanding this, it should be borne in mind that the proposed changes ot the NPPF include amendments to the presumption. As such this policy may require revision
Our clentis supportive of the inclusion of a model policy of the presumption in favour of sustainabl However, it s not necessar ference to plans b dopted
167 neighbourhood plans form part of the Development Plan. This reference should be omitted.
/05/SP1/LC/S Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06, spo1 /A 1c s [Remove reference to neighbourhood plans from Policy SP1. Yes
Notwithstanding this, it should be borne in mind that the proposed changes ot the NPPF include amendments to the presumption. As such this policy may require revision
Our cent s supportive of the inclusion of a model policy of the presumption in favour of sustainable development. The Inclusion of a plicy reflecting the presumption s critcal f ing consistency with national planni
106/10/SPI/LC/S Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06 o1 /A Lc s 7 client s suppartive of the inclusion of @ mode polcy of the presumption in favour of sustainable developrmen'. The inclusion of a polcy reflecting the presumption s criical for ensurig consistency with national PIanfing — fy suggested amendments made. Yes
policy. Proposed changes to the NPPF are currently being consulted upon by the Government, as such should this be adopted ahead of the Local Plan, there will be a need to revise this policy.
Us/1
us/2 Glao ful rtive of the direction taken in Policy SP1, which sets out that d il be mad rdance with the presumption in favour of sustainabl s, Glad dersp1
146/02/5P1/NLCS/US1-4 0hn Fieming (Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06 spo1 /A /5 f jadman are fully supportive of the direction faken in Policy SP1, which sets out that deciions Wil be made n accordance with the presumption in favour of sustainable No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/3 should go further in its approach to ensuring the delivery of sustainable development n line with national planning policy.
us/a
T in I nsuring that sustain its development
155/01/SPLLC/S ol Nellst W Planning o behafof Tylor Wimpey Srategie Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 06 oL VA " . "Zye:;:v;m‘::::;u’::::zsra presumption n favour of ustainable development i accordance with the NPPF, which is mportant in ensuring tha sustainable development isnot delayed and that the Councilcan meet tsdevelopmentf oo ves
I the Plan is states that for a settlement to be considered as it should have a store, primary p Some village, such as Dolphinholme which are no longer
166/01/C6/LC/5 fleen Wallbani rategic Policies & Land Allocations apter o suggested amendments made. o
/0/COLC ileen Walloank b strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06 seot NI L * considered to be sustainable may be again in the future if these services are reinstated. o suggested amendments mad; N
On behalf of the Forest of Bowland AONB Parish
149/02/SP1/LC/Us4 Tamsin Hartley on el Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 06 o1 /A L us/a Policy SP1 obscures the residential the AONB by failing to quote this upfront and in full(instead of confusing referring to footnote 9). Ful references to the AONB should be included in Policy SP1 Yes
us/1 Our client continues to support the approach of the councilin identifying a settlement hierarchy and the changes proposed since the draft Local Plan are noted. We do consider that Morecambe, Heysham and Carnforth should all
051/06/5P2/LC/US1-3 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A 1c us/2 be designated as main towns rather than separated into key service centres and market towns. It is not clear why there is a need for such separation. We continue to have concerns over the inclusion of s a1 be identified as either market towns o key service centres. Yes
us/3 settlements because this wording indicates that settlements outwith of thistier are not sustinable, which is incorrect.
Policy 5P2 establishes a hierarchy of Lancaster. Carnforth i a busy centre that serves that rural areas of North Lancashire and South Cumbria, it holds a good range of servicces and i presentation terms Policy SP2 places Carnforth below Morecambe and Heysham in hierarch arnforth isincluded on the same row as Morecambe and Heysham to make clear its
167/06/SP2/LC/S Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A Lc s v v Y g good rang P v sP2p V v v Yes
facites and is imp town provid for s future and equal position in the minimise the p
us/1 Our cient obiects to the differentiation set out within the settlement hierarchy of settlements which are located within and outside Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). Policy SP3 already makes clear that n considering
106/11/5P2/LC/US18.284 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A 1c us/2 [development proposals within the AONB the Council will have regard to landscape quality. In our clients view that this wording, together with the NPPF and later policies in the Local Plan provides sufficient clarity on this matter.  [Our client therefore requested that al sustainable settlements asingle tier of 3 Yes
us/a The Polcy does not seek to single out settlements in the Green Belt in  The focus attached to AONBs within Policy SP2 is disproportionate and as described unnecessary.
Fylde Council notes and supports the d Policy P2 district's Itis noted ity Council are promoting an urban-focussed approach that
025/01/5P2/LC/S Mark Evans Fylde Borough Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A e s v PP | el locat i & v P! & P! No suggested amendments made. No
Ilarge in greenfield lacations.
Itis considered that the Pl that the dif between the levels of sustainabilty f Settlement that Galgate has all but
151/02/5P2/LC/US1 Matthew Symons Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 502 N/A L us/1 s considered ihat e Plan athere @ evels o sustainabilty fo etilemen atGalgate has al BUEONE |y s evident that Galgateis a highly sustainable location, the plan must acknowledge this to be considered as being positively prepared. Yes
ey service and has strong transport links. It does not acknowledge that access to employment and public transport will ll improve significant as a result of the Garden Vilage.
w tthe identification of Lancaster as a sub-regional centre within the district and the focus  growth. Thi idered to b d h benefiting the delivery of asignificant urban ext
169/02/SP2/LC/S onathan wallace Lichfilds on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A Lc s ool Garden vilage, o sbreonalcentiewihin fhe dtend the foeuster anderow obes enellting the dellery of 2 sienfficant urban eXtension - Ino suggested amendments made. Yes
019/01/5P2/L/5 Tony Mcateer Mcateer Associatess Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A L s Eccleston H the Councir's and support the dentification of Lancaster as the focus for future growth in the district No suggested amendments No
U/
us/2
128/02/5P2/LC/US1-4 Aquib saghir NJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A 1c us;; Policy $P2 which supports proposals for development in a range of settlements is supported. The Council should consider the allocation of sites within and on the edge of these identified areas. No
us/a
[We submit that this DPD is not sound because we believe that Policy SP2is not the most appropriate option when assessed against the reasonable alternatives. The methodology used to prepare the Sustainable Settlements Review
is fundamentally flawed as ‘sustainable setdlement s not a planning term and there. for aconceptas growth. Itis also imp readerto follow the
methodology or see its outcomes. There is no attempt to say how the information collected has been weighted to produce the final result landscape / butthen ignored. The | The sustainable settlements methodology and approach should be abandoned, in favour of the simple, clearer and more credible alternati This national planning policy and
us/1 accessibilty of service is essentially nonsensical and wilfully ignores the current and inevitable primacy of the car. It is not credible that a population density of 0.2 peaple / hectare can be the defintion of asettlement, Itis also not [guidance is achieved.
On behalf of the Forest of Bowland AONB Parish us/2 true that rural people live outside  live within it above point seek to demonstrate that the aption / policy produced is not credible. Furthermore i all the informaiton required by the
149/03/5P2/LC/US1-4 Tamsin Hartle Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 /A L ves
/03/5P2/LC/ i Councils & P d us/3 methodology is not complete / available it s hard to know how the growth foci identified have been selected. A far simpler approach to SP2 would be to retain the primacy of the 4 urban areas, a istinction between AONB and non-| Clarification of the derivation and anticipated effect of the proposed landscape capacity’ should be incorporated into the DPD. if this i to be included the national req
us/a with a quoted ly directed in the NPPF that housing development must be restricted within AONBs and them are expected to own the AONB - this should be made clear to both communities and developers.If this is to be incluced to provide more sensitive consideration of development proposals then this should be made clear. I either instrance, a full
needs and finally revised criteia assess /ranking of non-AONB settl led by and p ject to 3 landscape capacity approach. For consistency the be employed, Plan landscape research, how it willbe resourced and how it will enhance / implement national policy directives is required.
where a neighbourhood plan exists with  properly contextualised / researched strategy to meet s assessed be used the quantum and quality of development n that area.
[Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
For any approach to be consistent with the cor have to be dropped as would the related concept 'focus for growth! which is dependent on i
Policy 5P2 s not sound particularly in paragraph 14 and footnote 9. In this context the identification of settlements in the Local Plan in the AONB as a ¥ 2P poliy, P PP ! 8 i
focus of growth to assessed needs s national polic in national policy to the term 'sustainable development’ and the poor definition of this in the Sustainable.
v tobiec al el aning o naend ol i’ > he proposed ierarchyfor 2 should have th sae setementncategorie 1 nd 2 but the woukd have a evsd ctegory 3 withothr rural setments outsideof AONBs which wouldnot b exrmptd from mecting
059/02/SP2/LC/US4 Eddie Taylor On behalf of Wray Parish Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A e us/4 paragrap! some of the OAN for the district and a revised category 4 with other rural settlements inside the AONB which would be explicitly exempted from meeting the district's OAN as per paragraph 14 (footnote 9) of NPPF. Yes
Further detailed submission is made which seeks to dispute y of th relation to the findings for the vilage of Wray. This can be read in more detailvia the
e P & & 4 in addition the policy should state that 'Where there is a Neighbourhood Plan in place with a growth strategy, that should determine the development n the area'. This approach should also be reflected in the justfication of
i P the poliy.
016/01/5P2/LC4/US1 Robert Bailey Over Kellet Parish Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A Lc/a us/1 (Objection raised to the identification of Over Kellet within the sustainable settlements category of Policy SP2. There are insuficient services to justify such a designation [Further detais provided within the full representation]. (Over Kellet should be removed from the Sustainable Settlement category of Policy SP2. No
Us/1
Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood us/2 We are in broad the as set ke to pahise that the the Estate t brownfield opportunity in the sub.
124/02/5P2/LC/US1-455 Michael Gilbert Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 /A L No suggested amendments made. Yes
/02/sp2/LC/ Holdings © P d us/3 regional centre, which the Counci confirms should be the focus for growth. 88
ys/a
We continue t rt the identification of Lancaster as th I centre and being the focus in the district n ity of We also welcome the acknowledgement that
029/01/5P2/1C/5 [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmland Trustees Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 N/A 1c s e continue to support the dentifcation of Lancaster 35 the reglonal centre and being the focus for i the disrictfor majority o ¢ alsowelcome the acknowledgement (3t |yt applicable Yes
2 range of greenfield ites will be required to meet development needs.
s/ We support the inclusion of Caton-with-Litledale as a Sustainable Rural settiement. We do not however consider it necessary to include the wording 'where a andscape capacity approach will be taken' and this should be deleted.
vera A landscape capacity approach is imprecise and i not defined in the Local Plan, there is no proposed methodology for the approach i the evidence base and is not consistent with national planning policy.
108/01/5P2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalfof G & M Parker Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 o2 N/A Lc s [Removal of reference to the landscape capacity approach from Policy SP2. Yes
Ve The scope to allocate sites for development in and around b using the 2018 SHELAA and dequately controled by proposed Policy N4 and the
relevant policies in the Development Management DPD.
us/1 Glasson Dockis not included within the st of sustainable rural settiements. We disagree with the settlement classification for Glasson Dock as based on the Interim Sustainable Settiement Review and we disagre that the potential
us/2 for new h hould be limited in this area to evid ds onl
107/01/5P2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love mith & Love Planning on behalf of 1 & Lamb Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P02 N/A L us;a or new housing should be imited n this area to evidence needs only. (Glasson Dock should be included in the list of Sustainable Rural Settlements outside of the AONB in Policy SP2. ves
us/a It is considered that Glasson Dock provides all the necessary indicators to qualify and therefore it should be re-instated within the settlement hierarchy. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Peel supports Policy SP2 which identifies Lancaster will provide the focus for future growth. The proposed hierarchy idered id d basis for delivering /th strategy and ambitions for
g housing and
163/04/5P2/LC/5 David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 o2 N/A Lc s Bailrigg Garden b onth Yes
However, Village is not specifcally in hierarchy. Given the size and importance of the Garden Village, Policy SP2 need to identify where and how the Garden Village sts within the
hierarchy. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
R ey Barron mside & Siverdale AN Partnership Srategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 07 spo2 A o us/a [Whilst we welcome the reference to constrains of protected landscapes and the landscape-capacity led approach, we do not consider that tis consistent with national policy (according to footnote 9) that settlements within the | The addition of wording to Policy SP2 to clarify that development in sustainable settlements within AONBs should closely reflect identified needs of the individual local communities would ensure that this point was o
o3 [AONBs will be a focus for growth in Lancaster. This implies that thses settl Id be expected to meet wider strategic housing needs of the whole district addressed and the policy is fully consistent withe NPPF.
us/1 Although Gladman support the principle that growth will be directed to the urban areas and the role that settlements identified under Policy SP2 will play in accommodating future development needs. However this should not be
at the expense of lower order le
[——— ohn Fleming lacman Developmens Ltd Strategic Polcies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 o VA s 5:;; e requiremen o octe g i the rurl e hee il nhonce and it il crestesthenced o ik andlan shead rtherthanfocus o the extn poston. TheFlan s cotanmechanim by whih ves
Ve Itis rat pl willbe managed population size, whilst this may provide a useful starting point but it is important to note that growth s not solely dependent on population and the Council v g housing 8 5
does not lose sight that settlements can often play an important role in the context in terms nship with other settlements. [Further detailprovided in the representors full response.]
n terms of lsted sustainable settlements contained in Policy SP2, the vilage of Aldciife should be considered. Previous planning d de of the village as n a sustainable
location. This was based on the benefits of the areas as a potential location for new development and its proximity to the city, which i n short walking distance.
P02 us/2 It woul " that the Councilare reluctant to define Aldclf lose location rain station an To disregard the village in this way would be unsound as
In addition to the inclusion of Aldclffe as a sustinable settlement, we propose that a specific site is considered for although an P growth has never been undertaken as the P e & the prep: ? prop & i
Councildo not acknowledse Aldclffe s a sustainable location
The Local Plan recognises that Lancaster District is one of the least densely populated in Lancashire. It ecognises that opportunties for new development are somewhat restricted which the Counciluses a5 2 reason to release Green
Belt and most significantly justfy for not meeting the OAN. I adition, the constrained infrastructure s highlighted as a imiting factor on growth and acknowledges that the Plan must be the tool with which to improve things in this
regard. Having considered all options for growth the Plan concludes that in the context of these constraints that the plan is unable to deliver in it must surely be ap 1o either revisit the
Jan strat dapt it with additional standalone sit
us/1 plan strategy or adapt it with addltonal standalone site(s Land at Home Farm, Ellel i not constrained by any of the environmental designations that cover the district aqnd as such should surely be given detailed consideration as to whether it should be allocated for development.
1WPC Planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trust and spo2 us/2
139/01/C7/1c/Us1-4 Paul Tunstall Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 /A 1c The planning authority seem abundantly clear that there are no more sites within the district that could be allocated for development that meet with the chosen growth strategy. If this was to remain the position at submission Yes
M Capital Developments P03 us/3 [The site has not been assessed under the terms of the SHELAA and therefore may present as a suitable site for allacation. This further calls into question whether the plan would pass the test of soundness i relation to
e there serious questions must be asked in relation to soundness and whether the proposed growth sirategy is the correct strategy when considered against the reasonable alternatives. On this basis the plan i not sufficiently e jostfon
justified and is not positively prepared. el
The site has not been assessed under the terms of the SHELAA and therefore may present as a uitable site for allocation. This further cals into question whether the plan would pass the test of soundness i relation to being,
justifed. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
[The positve and strategic approach now taken to planning issues in the Arnside & Silverdale AONB resuilted from the direct instruction by the Planning Inspector at a Local Plan Examination. We would request that a clear
1 behalf of the Forest of Bowland AONS Parish . us/2 The 2011 Duty to Cooperate d boundary issues. There has been no contact made with the Forest of Bowland (Lancaster Distrct) communities or even their representative parish |instruction is provided to create a parelel positive and strategic approach for the Forest of Bowland AONB which meet national planning p o is that over a defined period a comparable
149/01/C7/NLC3 6/US2-4 Tamsin Hartley Pl Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 o /A NLC/6 us/3 councils in order to discuss specific ssues to the Forest of Bowland AON. This stands in marked contrast o the amount, detail and quality of the contact made with d their in the Arnside: i tshould be produced for the Forest of Bowland that work to protect/ conserve its own with its n interim position statement pointing Yes
us/a [AONB. This differential reatment is inexplicable and unacceptable given the same nationa leglislation and guidance covers all AONBS. Given the proportion of the distrct that fals into the Forest of Bowland, and the national {forward to ths document should be produced that takes a lead from nationla planning policy as required. As part of ths process tis expected that cross-boundary working would be substantially strengthened and

importance of an AONB designation, it s our belief that the process this DPD has dequate and breached the Duty to Cooperate requirements.

improved
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[our client is supportive of the Councif's approach to development, however we do not consider the identiffed ‘urban-focussed approach' i generaly correct. The Counci's approach is supplemented by large strategic greenfield
s release. The Council have sought to supplement this approach through regeneration but due to the limited it s essential that large scale strategic gr release takes place.
us/2
051/07/5P3/LC/US1-4 Dan itchel Barton Willmore on behaf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 /A L v Itis our view that land to the South of Carnforth in needed to meet future housing needs, it s identifed as a main town for growth, there are no existng brownfield ites within Caqrnforth and the land does notfulfia Green Belt | o suggested amendments made. Yes
v function.
It noted in paragraph 7.24 that the Council expects high density housing in the future, this approach is not substantiated and clarfication is required.
us/1 ou 12 the need to release large strategic greenfield sites on the edge of Lancaster and Carnforth to meet development need. Hows lient
167/07/5P3/LC/US183 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo3 /A Lc A ’ P ¢ neec to release large strateglc greenfield stes on the edge of rancaster and Camforth to meet development need. However our clientis 1o align with the economic strategy the Council need to release greenfield land for employment, not just housing. The policy as draft is therefore ineffectiv. Yes
us/3 concerned that the Council has only released greenfield land to meet future housing needs of Carnforth and disregarded the need to release greenfield land to meet future employment needs
our the Councir Policy SP3 of the need for development in locations outside the main four towns of the district. The Council ges at which th will
be allowed to respond to the housing needs in rural areas of the district,
us/2
106/12/5P3/LC/US2-3 craig B Barton Wil behalfof Storey H Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 spo3 /A Lc No suggested amendments mad 2
/spacl rolg Barnes arton Wilmore on behalf of Storey Homes rategic Policies & tand Allocations apter / us/3 Whilst our client accepts the weight which s placed on maintaining the landcape quality of its AONBS in the context of major deveopment, the Council must not use this designation solely as a reason not to meet development 0 suggested amendments made. ©
needs in these areas. The Councilshould plan positively to secure of th d define wuld be accepted, providing the policy framework to ensure that such development in balance
with [Further in fullresponse.]
Given the probelms with the methodology outlined in the a b be:
The policy i justified because itis not the most appropriate strategy when considered against reasonable alternatives. The current strategy is based on the idea that outside of the top 4 locations in Lancaster, in certain identified | The top 4 towns remain the focus for growth
areas housing should be restricted to that which meets a localised need of th district whille other areas should be regarded as a focus for growth. Furthermore there is no meaning in national policy to the term 'sustainable For the rural areas, sustinable settlements should be removed.
[ dcie Taylor Edward Taylor Planning and Design on behalf of Wray Stategic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chaptero7 03 A . sz development'and the poor definition of this in the Sustainable Settlement Review and lack of settlement boundaries mean the Local Plan is uncear and not consistent with paragraph 15 of the NPPF. For rural areas, where a Neighbourhood Plan has been prepared and includes a growth strategy for the Parish then this should form the basis for determining development in these areas. ves
Parish Council Those rural settlements in AONBS should be explictly exempt from being expected to be the focus for growth on the grounds of paragraph 14 of the NPPF.
Further detailed submission is made which seeks to dispute gy and findings of the in relation to the findings for the village of Wray. This can be read in more detialvia the
representors full esponse. This is more reasonable as it keeps the focus for growth in Lancaster, Morecambe, Heysham and Carnforth. It removes hich is p to
neighbourhood plans and their growth strategies and gives appropriate weight to AONBS.
Delete the 6th paragraph commencing 'in general the scale.”
us/2 The size of the existi lation should not be a det tof the level of growth but the availabiliy of Al rural Sustainable Settiements are dependent ded in Lancaster, Morecambe, Heysham and
054/01/5P3/LC/US283 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 N/A 1c / ¢ stze 91 (he Sxisting population should not be & dererininant of the Ievel of growth but ihe avalabillty of services. Al ural Sustainable Settiaments are dependent on services provided n lancasier, Morecambe, Heysnamand I eplace with Yes
us/3 Carnforth to differing degrees, depending on the level of services available in the vllage. The location of the settlement in relation to these main urban areas should be a key determinant to the level of growth acceptable. "
In general the scale of planned housing growth in rural areas will be managed to reflect the avalability of and access to infrastructure, services and facilties both within the settlement and beyond and the extent to which
development can be satisfactorily accommodated i landscape terms.’
050/04/5P3/Lc/s Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 N/A 1c s Given the high number of heritage assets in the district, we welcome the policy recognition that in allocating land for development, great weight will be given to the historic environment. No suggested amendments made.
169/03/SP3/LC/S ionathan allace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 N/A Lc s [We support the principle of focusing development on the main urban areas such as Lancaster, feld sites for housing P igg Garden Vilage. in order to ensure that Policy SP3is sound and positively prepared, the wording should be revised to reflect the need for service provision as part of these new strategic sites. Yes
us/3 Eccleston H the Counciln recognising purely met on only pr developed sites and sites are necessary to meet future needs. Whilst there is support for this
019/02/5P3/LC/US3-4 Tony Mcateer Mcateer Associatess Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 503 N/A Lc [Reference should be made in Policy SP3 that smaler greenfield sites will be used to supplement the release of larger strategic greenfield sites. No
fo2/SER/LC v € P d us/a approach Eccleston Homes disagree trategy should only by sites. If to be meta range of site sizes will be required. i € PP & elce
U/
R s rabam Love it & Love Flanning on behalfof 1 &5 Lamb Stategic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chaptero7 I A . us/2 We disagree that the potential for new housing in Glasson Dock should be imited to proven local needs only. Given my that Glasson Dock should as a sustainable settiement in Policy SP2 the growth of [ Policy SP3 should make clear that devleopment n Glasson Dock will not be limited to that which meets evidenced local needs only i the event tha lassfied as Rural Village and wilbe ves
us/3 housing development should be supported in the lacal plan to meet wider needs. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] supported due to the availabilty of key services
us/a
Whilt peel support th d development strategy, it must not be interpreted in practi Iy “prioritising’the delivery of brownfield land. As the Council acknowledge, simutt delivery from both brownfield and
163/05/SP3/LC/S David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 N/A 1c s 115 Pesl support e Proposed development strateey, |t must not be fiefpreted in practice 3s simply priorising {he delvery ot brownfieid land. As the Council acknowledge, smultancous defvery from both brownfield nd I o suggested amendments made. Yes
reenfield sources will be required to secure the sustainable future for the district. [Further detailprovided in the representors fullresponse.]
o behalfof KC: us/2 [Whist in general o is raised to the strategic ite in South Carnforth. Its allocation is considered to be inappropriate due to its Green Belt status. Its allocation is
030/03/5P3/NLC5/US2-4 Helen Binns L e Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 N/A NLC/S us/3 considered inappropriate as it result s in reliance being placed upon a single large site for delivery of majority of Carnforth's q There are alternative, elsewhere in Carnforth which do not [To remove the housing allocation SG12 from the Local Plan. No
us/a lie within the designated Green Belt
the diff b the p 8 in paragraph 7.18 of the plan and paragraph 115 of the NPPF, the approach is not mad clear i the policy text, implying the growth will only be supported according
s to landscape capacity. A landscape capacity approach is not defined and is not consistent with national policy.
us/2
108/02/5P3/7.18/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of G & M Parker Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 07 P03 7.8 1c Us;g [Whilt the primary purpose of hte AONB designation is to conserve and enhance natural beauty, it s acknowledged that account should be taken of economic and social needs of communities in pursuing that primary purpose. | Detailed working amendments to both Policy SP3 and paragraph 7.18 can be read in detail within the representors full response Yes
us/a
/ A5 the most accessible and sustainable settiement in the western part of the Forest of Bowland AONB, Caton should provide a focus and opportunity for a sufficient scale of growth through the plan period. [Further detail provided
in the representors full response.]
126/01/8/LC/US2 Val Purnell /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 N/A N/A Lc us/2 (Why build 3,500 houses in South Lancaster where there are not 7,000 obs available? Prepare a Local Plan which reflect in South L exag tions of job growth No
[Our client continues to support the economic aspirations of the dIstrct, we note and welcome an update to the Council’s Employment Land Review in 2017 and this will help ensure that the evidence base which the Counci reies
051/08/SP4/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 spo4 N/A e s e found sound, PP P! 4 P ploy! P No suggested amendments made. Yes
in general our client support the Council's aspirations to support in the district this, our client notes that the policy is heavily focused on delivering economic growth in Lancaster,
Morecambe and Heysham with no reference to Carnforth. As set outin the plan which reflects the concl by Turley and f being promoted by the Lancashire LEP and
key employment stakeholders in the district. There is no reference to the employment needs of Carnforth or any discussions with the local business community.
us/1
It s clear that Carnforth tant role to play in deli tainabl wth n the north of the district. Our client does not doubt that the Council has worked wihtin the County Council and LEP to understand
167/08/5P4/LC/US18384 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 sPoa N/A 1c us/3 is cear that Carnforth has an important role to play in delivering sustainable conormic growth in the north of the district. Our client does not doubt that the Council has worked wintin the County Counciland LEP tounderstand . yc context,for consistency and effectiveness of the Plan, Policy SPa should be expanded to recognise Carnforth as 2 key location for economic growth within the district Yes
usia their business needs i Lancaster, however the the Council have failed to give due consideration to the needs of the local business community in line with the requirements of Paragraph 160 of the NPPF.
Our cient has received numerous letters from local businesses in Carnforth expressing an interest to relocate their existing businesses to land at Kellet Road (land in our clients ownership). The lack of suitable alternative stes was
cited as a key reason for their interest. Itis evident from the Councif's evidence base that businesses such as these have not been considered i the preparation of the Local Plan. [Further detail provided in the representors full
response.]
A e Barnes sarton Willmore an behafof Storey Homes Stategic Polces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter o os . . . our clent s supportive of the Councits srategy for economic growth as s out n Poliy SP4 of the Loca Plan. The policyrefersto  wide range of investment opportuniie acrossthe distrit and wthin different sectors which hold |\ (o0 ves
2 realist prospect of being achieved within the plan period. The delivery of these Economic Growth priorities will go a long way to meet the level of economic growth sought by the Councilin its vision and objectives.
pports the identif f the Citys ties and specif tion of the University. Reference to the Health Innovation Campus s also strongly supported. The University considered that the
policy should include detais regarding the types of opp by the site, 3 y and health related uses should be specifically referenced.
148/08/SPa/LC/S on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 sP0a N/A Lc s Specific reference should be made to the types of uses offered by the Health Innovation Campus. References should be made to the University as a key driver in a number of economic projects in the district Yes
The University supports the recognition set out in paragraph 8.10 that there the district of high value sectors i also supported. However, specifically identify as
2 major driver in the delivery of these projects.
the sustainable of Policy SP4 which includes growing the retailand cultural offers of Lancast ing the Port of Heysh: th the
155/02/5P4/LC/S Paul Nellist HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 spo4 N/A e s iy N ted amendments mad Y
el anning on behatt of Tavior Wimpey ateglc Polcies & Land Allocations e / Heysham Gateway, assisting the growth of Lancaster University Innovation Park and supporting the sustainable growth of the district’s higher education establishments © suggested amendments made. ©
The Council's pursuit of sustainable economic growth is support by CEP, the scale of retail and service provision delivered through a new district centre at Scotforth Road would create a number of local employment opportunities.
simiarly the construction of the Garden Village would provide a significant number of jobs;
169/04/5P4/LC/US1 ionathan wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 spoa N/A Lc us/1 The policy should be expanded to reflect the economic benefits of the construction of the Garden Village, including operational jobs which would be delivered through a new district centre. ves
However, Policy 5P solely focuses on the derived from across the district. We request that n order for Policy 5P is positively prepared, the policy should be expanded to reflect the
economic benefits of the construction of the Garden Village, including operational jobs which would be delivered through a new district centre.
163/06/P4/LC/S David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 spoa N/A Lc s Peel support the prioriies for economic growth outlined in Policy SP4. It is considered that the growth of the University Campus and Innovation Campus will be important in raising the profile of Lancaster. No suggested amendments made. ves
[We support that the Plan has been prepared to directly faclitate the economic growth. This isin line with the NPPF. However it is consider that the current wording of the policy is unsound insofar as it does not recognise the
ddition to the employment allocations at the Heysham Gateway and across the district.
Itis acknowledged that the County Plan deals with the allocation of sites for waste and minerals development. However, greater clarity and flexibilty should be provided in SP4 and SPS to acknowledge that economic growth
spoa us/2 Th twording is therefore not considered to b tent with Section 1 of the NPPF. The development of the Heysham Gateway for oth tibl h as those which ted through the Waste and .
160/01/CB/LC/US2-4 David Adams [ nxis pED Lt Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 N/A Lc / i current wording s therefore not onsidered to be consistent with Section Lof the @ development of the Heysham Gateway for other compatible uses such as those which are promoted through the Waste an could come forward through development opportunities other than those specifically allocated under Policy EC1. The allocation of sites through the Waste and Minerals Local Plan are essentialin helping the district achieve: ves
spos us/a Minerals Plan would equally serve to faciitate economic growth
economic growth.
We therefore consider this strategy to necessarily be justified as it places an over reliance on securing economic growth through the development of employment units n locations where growth could be better achieved through
other [Further in fullresponse.]
L pports the C itits Local Plan which seeks to meet the ambitious growth aspirations of the district, and in particular South Lancaster, and is supportive of the Plan in principle
P04
148/22/C8/L/s on Powe CBRE on behalf of Lancaster Universi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 N/A Lc s . N ted amendments mad v
on ower CRm LA A EE 3B AT e P05 z However as part of this growth and in order to deliver a sound plan,itis essential that there i recognition wint the policy framework that the City must support the university in enhancing its status through continued investmentn | \© *VEE¢sted amendments made. ©
and research d
. of the Pl is a policy priority within the plan period. However, policies are of a high level and are vague on quantifying how employment growth will be achieved
Furthermore it does nothing to evaulate the threats to the economic (for example the departure from the EU) in terms of potential job losses and ignores the jobs losses in the retail industry.
i The impact of the Local Plan on the economy is not to provid b Moreover, such an evidence base should idenitfy the nature of proposed opportunities. Such
fect other pol h as flooding and infrastructure which should be the main driver i allocating land and the location of h
cLOUD - itizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary spoa us/2 issues affect other polcy areas such as flooding and infrastructure which should be the main driverin allocating land and the location of housing. Provision of evidence to justify the numbers of new jobs forecast in the Local Plan and their location; and evidence from Lancaster University on expected jobs growth from the Health Innovation Campus and future student
055/01/C8/LC/US14 Professor Stephen Constantine evelonment Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 o N/A Lc s st e ves
P sfa [ The Local Plan aserts that the Lancaster University Health innovation Campus has the potential to delivery 2,000 new jobs, but the plan does not indicate the time period over which this will be created. The Council have also placed
an assumption over potentially 3,000 new jobs tthe 4 over the next decade. The Authority are placing a great deal of reliance on the unveristy as an engine for growth.
[ Accordingly we feel that plans for economic growth are not based on an objective evidenced based which s also out of date. The authority should provide far greater evidence, including evidence from major employers such as the
university. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
. of the Pl is a policy priority within the plan period. However, policies are of a high level and are vague on quantifying how employment growth will be achieved
Furthermore it does nothing to evaulate the threats to the economic (for example the departure from the EU) in terms of potentialjob losses and ignores the jobs losses in the retail industry.
s The impact of the Local Plan on the economy is 1 to provid Moreover, such an evidence base should idenitfy the nature of proposed opportunites. Such
issues affect other pol uch as flooding and infrastructure which should be the main driver in allocating land and the location of hous
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary spoa us/2 isues affect other polcy areas such as flooding and infrastructure which should be the main driver in allocating land and the location of housing. Provision of evidence to justify the numbers of new jobs forecast in the Local Plan and their ocation; and evidence from Lancaster University on expected jobs growth from the Health Innovation Campus and future student
055/01/C8/LC/USL-S Professor Stephen Constantine evelonment Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 o N/A Lc sy ot e Yes
P e [ The Local Plan aserts that the Lancaster University Health innovation Campus has the potential to delivery 2,000 new jobs, but the plan does not indicate the time period over which this will be created. The Council have also placed

an assumption over potentially 3,000 new jobs tthe 4 over the next decade. The Authority are placing a great deal of reliance on the unveristy as an engine for growth.

[Accordingly we feel that plans for economic growth are not based on an objective evidenced based which is also out of date. The authority should provide far greater evidence, including evidence from major employers such as the
university. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
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[The Turley report appears to use Experian estimates - to what extent is the employment growth specific to the district? Are they based on the North West average? What assumptions are being made for the displacement due to
the Northern Powerhouse which will attract jobs to the M2 corridor? How much of the growth and demand for by Is the anticipated growth on a residence or workplace
measure?
P04 Realistic housing need projections would be a major first step to a more balanced local plan. It is impossible to have an informed view of the proposed Garden Village because so litte detailed evidence is provided. Given this
073/01/C8/LC/uS1 Mary Breakell /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 /A Lc us/1 N
/01/cB/Lcl ary Breake / rateic Policies & Land Allocations apter 5P0s / / { by the forecast and d in the Turley Report which underpin the Local Plan, the implications they have for development in Lancaster and the Garden Village in particular. There is an underlying | represents such a large element of the Local Plan | believe it should until all costs and implicati available. °
assumption that Bailrigg Garden Village is a given’ and there has been no consultation over whether we want it and no apparent Plan 8. Since the first drop in sessions in early 2017 there appears to have been very ltte progress or
clearer boundaries ged without any clear why. | am not against development but | am against development that be based on and where residents lack vital
information.
5P o Building 3,500 h field site in South Lancaster needs some considerable justification. Where i the demand for thi proj [ wth via the University and Hospital must b
095/01/C8/LC/US2 Ralph Prior /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08, /A Lc us/2 e ouses on 3 greenfield site In South Lancaster necds some considerale Justification, Where s the demand for this °r viathe University and Hospial must & geieuyis noeded of the estimates underlying the employment projections to better reflect local conditional and hence future housing demand. No
5P0s questioned. Building houses does not create jobs on its own and without them development of this kind willlead to more commuting.
The economic development of Lancaster and in particular the prediction of 9,500 new jobs is supported by an ts or data 2 is out-of-date and not well founded. The projections for the
5P o us/1 tal sect of ntracting o for t00 reliant on the Health Innovation Camy
092/01/C8/LC/US1-2 Robert Fildes N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 05 N/A Lc US;Z retall sectorare now hopelessly contracting are toorelanton the Health Innovation Campus [The employment forecast should be revisited using external consultants whose report would be available for rigourous examination. No
in the dependenton have not been justified to a professional standard so they need to be revisited.
[Our client tive of the need t a wih in the district, However, whilst a number of employment areas have been identified It s felt that employment opportunities should not b
051/09/5P5/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 P05 N/A Lc s ur clent s supportive of the neef i1 the district, However, whilsta number of employment areas have been dentified it1s feft that employment opportunities should note - Iy, suggested amendments made. Yes
restricted to these locations
148/05/5P5/LC/S 1o Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 P05 N/A L s The specifc reference to the Health Innovation Campusis strongly supported No suggested amendment made. Yes
Taylor Wimpey consider that the requirement for 2 hecates of B1 office use on the North L not been robustly and the Council should investig it could be better
155/03/C8/LC/US3 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 P05 N/A L us/3 by utllsing xisting assets / foorspace or meeting demand at more sutablelocatons fo thistype of use. I his cantext, be struck between the need residential sites of a sufficient | The Council should than that of the North Lancaster Strategic Site. Yes
q prejudiced by land uses.
CeP supports and considers broadly sound the Council’ However, Policy SPS should be expanded to include specific reference to the economic benefits associated with the delivery of
us/1 the Garden Village, including both construction and operational jobs,
169/05/5P5/LC/US1-3 ionathan allace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 P05 N/A L us/2 The commitment to a South Lancaster Business Park should be removed from Policy SPS. Yes
us/3 Policy 5P5 identifies a new ‘South Lancaster Business Park'as one of several key locations for new obs, but latterly explains that potential for such a facitily will only be investigated through the Bailrigg Garden Village Area Action
Plan DPD. Indeed no specific all isincluded unsound Policy SPS at this time.
The employment requirements which are set out n Policies SP5 and EC2 are different and do not align. To ensure that the plan is effective and to avoid unnecessary policy making the policies should be streamlined into one
overarching p llocations wihtin the sit identified. Alternatively Policy SPS should set out employment land Policy EC2 should seek
The supporting text to Policy SP5 confirms that 48.9ha is based on from the Employment Land Review, produced by Turley, from 2015. Turley suggests the Council should allocate between 49.5
05 us/1 and 53.5 hectares of land suitable for B class employment over the plan period. In tis context the Council should be allocat hectares which would align with Council economic growth
167/09/SPSREC2/LC/US18384 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 08 oo N/A L us/3 aspirations Council have not provided any sound justifcation as to why they have gone against this recommendation. As such Policy SP5 conflcts with | Land at Kellet Road should be identified to meet employment needs in Carnforth via Policies SPS and EC2. Yes
us/a the NPPF to proactively drive and support economic growth. The impacts of the 2014 SNPP should be modelled to understadn whether there would be any changes in demand arising from this data.
Carnforth Business Park has been removed from the allocation of Polices SPS and EC2 which is welcomed. However, our client remains concerned that there is a lack of alternative sites to attract new business and allow local
businesses to grow. This has the potenital to th in Carnforth. by our the be employment land in Carnforth with our client's land on Kellet Road
being identified for such a purpose. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
us/1
tis our clients position that the Council should increase the OAN to a minimurm of 617 dwellings per annum, across the plan period up to 2033 / 2034, Thisis to ensure the Council meets the full, objectively assessed needs of the
us/2 The h t figure should b d not fi d a further th dd to the h t plan period. This should be reflected through an addional 1,566 dwell
051/10/5P6/LC/US1-4 Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A L / district, as evidenced in the OAN verification report. To acheive ths, land release is required an that Council needs to ensure that all the proposed sources of supply are deliverable. A buffer between 10% - 20% s required because [T 1OUSE reauemett fEure shotld be & mIsmAm and fof maximum Heure and  further three years add to the housing requirement pian period. This should be reflected through an addion hwellngs (252 Yes
us/3 minimum) up to 2033. [Further detal provided in the representors ful response.]
v/ the proposed buffer of 56 dwellings in SP6is not robust and makes no effort to provide  contingency mechanism in the event of under-delivery. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Policy 56 i clearly inconsistent wiht the NPPF, it i ineffective in meeting the housing needs of the Council, is inconsistent with national planning policy by proposing a methodology of meeting housing provison which is not our desperate need to t p can be delivered earlier n the plan period. In additional we recommend the following actions:
recognised by planning policy gt is v prepared by g with at least 1, post plan period. The delivery concerns of the Council are not appropriately justified and itle regard has
ecn gven o lernatve methods of meeting housing need,other tha the Councl'spreferred approch. Our concerns with of the Local Plan as drafted. The most fundamental reasons for this | Review of the proposed allocations to consider capacity for high densities subject to constraints.
are: [Review of trajectory sites with further evidence to justify delivery rates.
Inclusion of a lapse rate of at least 10% for commited sites.
s The absence of any buffer in the hnusmgsupv\y relative to the housing requirement. Provide evidence on student housing in Lancaster in terms of occupation and consider further growth needs of both Universities,
v v for of Define the housing req be metin I1to committed
106/14/CO/LC/US1-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A L v The absence of an allowance made within the Supply forth lapse of planing permissons emove development include any future provision from these sites as windfall development. Yes
Ve The lack of evidence to support the capacity orovide furthr justification 2 to how high-density developments could be achieved i thedistrict.Including within the district allowing for higf
The lack of justification for the ratio of home to student beds in the supp assumption d lack of the Universit th over the plan period. Identify further the urban towns and d long term housing needs.
The reliance of compl i Troposed sratety of these Nelghbotrhood Pansand e potentil roweh rovided n desgnated ress Review the North Lancashire Green Belt for further sites especially around sustinable settlements,
The use of skewed evidence to justify windfall allowance.
The lack of any detail of how high density development will be achieved in the plan period of supply. our plan period should be extended from 2031 to 2034. Should such an extension be included in the plan this would resulft in the need for at least
14,191 dwellings through the plan period.
I provided in the rep ful )
Policy SP6 i clearly inconsistent wiht the NPPF, it is ineffective in meeting the housing needs of the Counci, is inconsistent with national planning policy by proposing a methodology of meeting housing provison which is not Our client considers that there is a desperate need to include additional sites of smaller and medium sized capacity which can be delivered earler in the plan period. In additional we recommend the following actions
recognised b , is not by not dealing with at least 1,656 dwellings of unmet need post plan period. The delivery concerns of the Council are not appropriately justified and little regard has
been iven o alernative methods of meeting housing need,othe tha the Councisprferred approach. Our clent hlds lar concerns with the delverabilty o the LocalPln as drafted. The most fundamental easons for this | Revew of the proposed alocation to considr capacty for high densities subject o constraits.
are: [Review of trajectory sites with further evidence to justify delivery rates.
Inclusion of a lapse rate of at least 10% for commited sites.
wn The absence of any buffer in the housing supply relative to the housing requirement. Provide evidence on student housing in Lancaster in terms of occupation and consider further growth needs of both Universities.
usi2 Optimistic assumptions made without any clear justification for the commencement and delivery of strategic sites. Define the housing requirement to be met in Neighbourhood Plan areas additional to committed developments,
106/14/CI/LC/US1-S Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 sPO7 N/A Lc wh The absence of an alloiance made within the suppyfor the apse of planning permissons. [Remove development opportunity sites from the housing trajectory and include any future provision from these sites as windfall development. Yes
v The lack of evidence to support the capacity Provide further justificcation as to how high-density developments could be achieved in the district. Including potenital design codes for areas within the district allowing for higher density development.
The fack of justfication for the ratio of home to student beds for student flats in the supply for the assumption that they willfree p housing stock and lack of of the U h over the plan period. Identify further sites adjoining the urban towns and to meet short and long term housing needs
The reliance of completions from Pl without regard for the proposed strategy of these Neighbourhood Plans and the potential growth provided in designated areas. Review the North Lancashire Green Belt for further sites especially around sustinable settlements,
The use of skewed evidence to justify windfall allowance.
The lack of any detail of how high density development will be achieved in the district over the plan period without double counting existing sources of supply. As set out in previous representation, our client s firmly of the view that the plan period should be extended from 2031 to 2034 Should such an extension be included in the plan this would resulft in the need for at least
14,191 dwellings through the plan period.
[Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The Local Plan places an excessive emphasis on the provision of new housing, particularly in relation to the creation of new jobs, There is a clear mismatch between the delivery of new houses (12,000) and the creation of new jobs
(9,500), meaning that an increasing number of Lancaster residents will be required to commute to employment. This conflicts with the NPPF.
wh It essential that the Local Plan job creation (esp: q don and less on house building i it s to be effective. The NPPF sets a target of acheiving the target
LOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Aganst Unnecessan w2 of 2 strong and competitive econormy, this won't be met by building more housing in a location which i already one of the most affordable in the country (as idenitfied in the Affordable Cities Review). The Local Plan records that
055/02/C9/LC/US1-4 Professor stephen Constantine evelonmens v Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A L wh 2,070 houses were completed over the 5 year period to 2016/17 (415 dwellings per annum). Over a longer period of 10 years the average number of homes built per year was 250. That historic rate of house building has been Provision of robust, evidence-based data to justify the high house-building target in the Local Plan. Yes
P v sufficient to meet local housing need, confirmed by the fact that housing in Lancaster is amongst the more affordable in the country. The Local Plan claims that Lancaster has a requirement for 522 dwellings per annum, well above
actual completions in recent years. The question arises to to why this figure is needed, given the clear evidence on affordability. This needs to be resolved and explained to local residents before the Local Plan i taken forward.
The Local Plan sets targets for the delivery of new affordable housing, in the case of the Garden Village house builders will be first expected to contribute to its high infrastructure costs, 50 reducing profitability. This in turn will
imake therm less willing or able to provide affordable housing. This must call into question the Councifs bility to meet targets for affordable housing. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Lancster LocalPlan hs learl not met s Dty to Cooperate withregardsto Wiy, who hve requested asistance on meeting their own OAN. The Plan cannot b considered o be posiively prepared and thus cannat be
considered sound unless additional sites are allocated for housing. Further consideration should therefore be afforded to the allocation of additional land locations for
We consider th d OAN to be insufficient because the Council have failed in their Duty to Cooperate wiht regards to assisting Wyre Councilin meeting th t need. Lancaster's OAN should be revised upwards t
¢ consider the propose o be insullicent becsuse the Councl have falled n thelr Buty 1o Sooperate wint regards o assisting Wyre Counclin meeting thelr own unmet need. Lancasters OAN shoul be Fevised upwards %0 | we do not consider that the current iteration of the Local Plan meets the tests of soundness as required via the NPPF. This situation can be easily recified by the inclusion of further land allocatons for residential
us/1 accommaodate some of this unmet need. Land South of the AG83 is capable of providiny extension that not require land to be released from the Green Belt. The site is capable of delivering c. 1,500
w2 wclings and emmployment over the plan period development enabling the Councilto meet its Duty to Cooperate d maintain a of land over plan period. This will allow the Councilto meet its OAN and boost the supply of housing in
085/01/C9/LC/US1-4 [Andrew Teague (Cushman & Wakefield on behalf of Edmund Metcalfe Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A Lc wh . accordance with the NPPF Yes
us/a [We do not consider that allth d allocat fully deliverable over the pl d and therefore lacks certainty over its deliverability. In particular Bailrigg Garden Village and the East Lancaster Strategic Site h
/ © do not consider fhat ol the proposed allocations are fully delverable over the plan period and therefore lacks certainty over it dellverablity. In particular Balirige Garden Village and the East Lancaster Strategic Site have We strongly maintain that further land, inclusive of Land to the South of the A683, should be allowed for residential-led development to ensurre the Local Plan can be found sound.
constraints which will delay delivery.
Paragraph 47 of the NPPF requires authoritis to sgnificantly boost the supply of housing, to ensure the Plan is consistent with that further strategic sites should be allocated, in particular south of the
[A683. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The suggested housing requirement of 522 dwellings s below the evidenced OAN. The delivery of housing need background paper concl 2 3 f reisan policy reference so they match later site specific policies.
the OAN. However, the SHELAA states that not al potential housing sites have been reviewed. If ot al sites have been n the they have v delivery and there is an [Revise the table and housing trajectory so they have the same " housing compl be
insufficient supply. There is no indication as to whether or not the planning authority have agreed suggested shortfall only establish the housing Use the same site name in the text as on the housing trajectory.
fter a full analysis of all 2s a sub-ttle as this relate to any specific site.
us/1 pdional suply, mdudmg Peighbourhood pan delvery,acksclry 3o th pecisecontrutionsand other sources. Amend,break down and reltet the housin sjctory
us/2 The housing opportunities identiffed in the delivery table of SP lacks claity for a number of reasons which are described in greater detail within the representors ful response. Revise with hich appear in 5P,
054/02/5P6/LC/US1-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 506 /A Lc v
/oaspeILC] e Garmer arner Flanning on behalf of Russell Armer aregic Polices & Land Allocations apter / us/3 wev-seHousmgmeuuwmassumemaxmeeames«mmp\euanunsnaxegmnesw-uno«beunmzuza/zsue 610 year period) ©
us/a The leve o equirement i lant n straegiesies i significant f noneof these site delvery housing completions befor the end o the e period thenthre i signficant shortl letions. This s a high 1-D0S11
risk strategy that s likely to fal. Each of these sites have their own delivery in the short term. Specific comment s made by the Delete Canal Corridor as a site to yield housing completions
representor in relation to the likely delivery of development at Bailrgg Garden Village, Canal Corridor, East Lancas«ers«megucsneanu the ful range of Development Opportunity Sites. pepare  wholenew talewith more reslstc assumptions sbout housing dlvery
ble for
Given th the plan should include smaller sites suitable for development by small and medium sized house bulders that can deliver housing quickly. [Further detail provided in the rep full 1 [aive further tothe and consider an increase.
The Local Plan does ot identify sufficient housing to meet the Objectively Assessed Need or the lower figure of 522 dwellings per annum. The planning authority assume that al strategic housing sites will come forward during the
us/2 planning period and every housing allocaiton will be completed in the plan period. It i considered that these are unrealistic assumptions.
112/01/5P6/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of T Lioyd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A L us/3 Allocate land formerly identified as UE2 in the 2015 People Homes and Jobs consultation (land to the East of the M) for housing purposes. Yes
us/a To adaress this shortfall the Local Plan should provide additional flexibiity by allocaing a range of additional housing sites which includes land which has been formally identified in the 2015 Peaple Homes and Jobs Consultation as

UE2. This will assist in meeting the objective of sufficiently boosting housing supply. This is considered a sustainable location for new housing development. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.
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Gladman recognise that Garden Villages and Urban € play an important role unt of housing to meet needs. I is of fundamental importance that the Plan i realistic i regards to the delivery
[assumptions and lead in times applied In relation to these stes and that an over reliance s not placed on their delivery. To provide flexibiity and contingency, Gladman believe it is necessary to include a suitable policy mechanism lie the approaches which have been taken in Scarborough and South Derbyshire which have included the
us/1 inclusion of additional housing allocations and a modified policy to ensure be allowed outside of settlement imits f at any time in the plan period the Councilis unable to demonstrate a
us/2 The Council should avoid f f n umber to artifcially reduce the need f h across the district, Whilst 5-year housing land suppl
146/04/SP6/NLCS/US1-4 1ohn Fleming Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A NLC/5 / e Council should avol means of number to artifcially reduce the need for e distric may year housing land supply. Yes
us/3 developers acting on the site, realistically these will only achieve 30 dwelings per developer on a site. Itis nlikely that more than 3 developers willact on any one site due to market competiton.
us/a The Plans should include a review policy which needs to be clear, ble targets for the fcially, the triggers for review need to be meaningful,
Although 5P < review housing need within the district, there is no policy mechanism included within the Plan to ensure that any shortfallwill be addressed. [Further  [have teeth and contain an end date that s in the control of Councils. This policy should also include consequences for failing to meet the target dates, policy is North West Local Plan,
detail provided in the representors ful response.]
Given the transitional arrangements outlined in the newly revised NPPF, Gladman remind the Councilthat the Plan will be tested against the requirements of the previous Framework. Notwithstanding our previous representations
us/1 that the housing requirement containe in the Plan should be seeking to algn iself with the upper end of the OAN range, upon the adoption of the Local Plan, the housing land supply must be assessed against the requirement of
us/2 that plan (ie. 522 der for the plan to be found sound,
146/10/5P6/NLCS/US1-4 10hn Fleming (Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A NLC/5 us;} (e AR A T e No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/a consider that the housing in this d des sufficient evidence the C five year nsistent wini the
T NS T S T o e i
The development of several of the stes included as allocations have been identified in the Heritage Impact Assessments as being fikely to result in harm to elements which contribute to the significance of heritage assets in the
050/05/5P6/LC/USa Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A 1c us/a vicinity. Where thisi the case, these site assessments set out a series of measures which,if mplemented, il either remove or reduce har, and wil ensure that the site is development in a manner that s consistent with preserving [The inclusion of an addifional bullet point to the development proposals that refer tigation / dd in the Heritage Impact Assessment document.
the Because of the these locations it i not sufficient merely to rely on general, non-site specifc polices to address this matter. [Further in the rep full response.]
This policy states that the Council wilseek to deliver a minimum of 12, d the table within the p for housing ata total of 12,056, It i considered that the Council must plan for greater
s/t flexiilty in order to ensure it significantly boosts housing.
151/03/5P6/LC/US1R4 Matthew symons Hollins strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A 1c vera Greater flexibilt i required through Policy SP6 and H2 through the allocation of further housing sites, including land at Preston / Lancaster Road, Galgate. Yes
Itis of course acknowiedged that such increases may resuit n the need for Green Beltrelease. However it is evidence that non-Green Beltland is available for development in sustainable locations, such as land off Preston /
Lancaster Road, Galgate.
Policy 5P is not considered sound as it is not considered sound as it s not postively prepared, justified or effective for the following reasons.
The policy seeks to deliver a net minimum of 522 new dwellings per annum which i a reduction from previous consultations where the housing requirement was identified as an average of 675 dwelings per annum. The HBF are
s/t supportive of the policy wording in refation to the housing figure being a net minimurm which provides clarity.
097/04/5P6/LC/US1-3 oanne Hardi Home Buiders Federati Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A 1c us/2 The Her that the pol dified 5o that the Council giv furth ideration to the h tand the potentialfor it o b d. e
/04/5P6/LC/! joanne Harding lome Builders Federation rategic Polices & Land Allocations apter s us;g The 2018 0AN Verifcation study establishes the housing need for the district making use of d Hcand susgesta range of requie the creation of between 584 and 617 duwellngs per e HBF propose that the policy is modified so that the Councilgive further consideration to the housing requirement and the potential or it to be increase es
annum. The HBF consider that the Councilshould be planning for the housing requirements set out in their own evidence.
The Plan and supporting documentation set out the Council do not consider that there is su supply to meet the obij assessed need in full. The HBF consider that there may be opportunities for further
work with those in the housing industry to identify where there could be further supply available and developable in the plan period. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Taylor Wimpey fully support the delivery of new homes at the North Lancaster Strategic Site, which willbe critical in meeting the housing needs of Lancaster and the Council should ensure that the policy seeks to maximise the
us/1 housing capacity of the strategic allocation.
us/2 in order to meet ts housing requirements, especially early in the plan period and ensure that the plan can be found sound at Examination it is crucial that the Council support delverable housing sites and maximise potenital
155/04/CO/LC/US1-4 Paul Nellst How P behalfof Taylor Wi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A 1c e
autells fanning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey rategic Policies & Land Allocations apter / us/3 Notwithstanding this the supply of housing identified in Policy SPG s significantly below the identified OAN. The Council must derthe n land for housing and the harm that will | housing capacity “5
us/a result from falng to meet the need of Lancaster,sch as sower cconomic growth,alack of labour force, afordabilty ssues, disruption of commuting ptterns an the delvry of ousing choice Further detai provided inthe
representors full response.]
The Plan detais that there is not considered to be a sufficient supply of housing and to meet the OAN in full. Such an approach is not ustified or consistent with national planning policy in the context of paragraph 159. As the Plan
is proposed to extend beyind the assessed housing need period, simply extending the time to delivery of new housing serves no purposes but to reduce the number of houses delivered. As the Councilare not even proposing to
meet this artificially reduced nned, ths s a significant issue that cals into the question the soundness of the plan. To be effective, an examination of soundness requires the plan to be deliverable over its plan period.
us/1
There are several instances in the Plan that define reasons why the Local Plan must meet housing need, not least for economic and demographic reasons. Planning for economic standsilis not suffiient and conflcts with
1WPC Planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trust and us/2 Policy $P6 concerns the delivery of new homes and set out where developmentis proposed to provide 12,000 new homes, this includes allocations for large strategic sites and smaller sites. There also includes a sub-total relating to
139/02/CONC/US1-A paul Tunstall 8 Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc 4 v v P prop P . g ge strateg 810 | stional guidance in the NPPF. There are clear economic and social benefits relating to increasing to issues. Failure to deliver on housing needs conflicts with the Strategic Objectives of the Local Yes
M Capital Developments us/3 additional supply - the location of these dwellings is Local Plan and the Plan section (Policy SC1) makes no specific reference to the number of new homes to be provided for by e e
us/a Neighbourhood Plans, either in total or individually. P
This approach makes the plan very unclear i terms of where this delivery wil actually be and how it will be delvered, with no inform plans. The Plans are also
ot included in the Plan. At present SP6 simply creates uncertainty and delays n the delivery of housing. [Further detail provided in the representors fullresponse.]
[We consider the housing requirements to be unreasonably high for the period 2011 - 2031, namely a figure of 13,000 and 14,000, We are please to note that this has somewhat reduced to 11,000, However, itis still envisaged to be
190/01/SP6/LC/US3 Michael Mumford Lancaster and Morecambe Liberal Democrats Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A 1c us/3 2 very substantial number of new student dwelings to be included and we question how far this s either desirable or acheivable. The thisis to free up existing gin the city which is occupied by £ d d
students. We doubt that many of the houses currently occupied by students will become avalable on the open market.
cer pported the delivery of 13, across Lancaster District as per the evidence base. However, the Publication DPD now only proposes 12,000 new duwelings. The justfication for this revised
s/t approach are the unique 'constraints' in the district such designation and CEP consider thi  to be unsound and not consistent with the NPPF or the Council's prepared evidence
base. Th to be made b the dh d to be healved since the 2017 Draft Plan. In terms of effect this it ¢ in terms of meeting h
us/2 ase. The 0 be made by © plan period has appeared to be healved since the 2017 Draft Plan. In terms of effectiveness thi leaves very little margin for error n terms of meeting housing Y cep request that the DPD should acknowledge that part of the strategic stes, such at CEPs landholdings at Scotforth Road are capable of delivery in the short term n order to make an earler conribution to meeting the
169/06/5P6/LC/US1-4 onathan Wallace Lichfilds on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A c needs and the rsk of failure s high. ‘ Yes
us/3 district's housing need. In addition we would suggest that Policy SP6 is amended to clarfy that any identified housing requirementis a minimum target.
us/a
/ CEP consider that discrepancies should be clarfied before adoption, n particular the length of the plan period i terms of housing delivery and the scale of housing which i expected to be delivered through the Garden Village.
(Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
In the context of the housing monitoring update, CEP reiterate their previous request that the DPD should acknowledge that at least parts of sitesin &Land Allocations DPD, such as
us/1 [CEPs and holdings of Scotforth Road, are capable of delivery i the short term in order to make an earler contribution to meeting the district's housing needs.
us/2
169/27/5P6/LC/US1-4 onathan wall Lichfilds on behalf of | Estates Project Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc [That land at scotforth Road, South Lancast ble of early delivery within the plan and that it should b it te -specific allocation within the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Ve
onathan Wallace A Bl LG A R LR e A L J us/3 partof the new adiional evidence,partclry the tanspor assssment wlir undetaken by WYG,eafir CEPs view hat sustanable xtensio o South ancaster s deferable n theshort term nd hereforeshould be e e e “
us/a subject to a site-specific allocation which can be delivered n the early stages of the Plan rather than being delayed by the wider Garden Vilk This the therefore the soundness of the
plan.
[  rony Wicteer eateer Associatess Ltd Srategic Policis & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 09 o6 A o us/3 Eccleston Homes consider the Councif's decision to seek a minimum of 522 dwellings per annum fails short of meeting the housing needs of the distict. No proper justification is given to departing from the evidenced needs set out | Eccleston Homes consider the housing requirement set out in Policy SP6 should seek a minimurm of 675 dwelling per annum reflecting the mid-point of the OAN. Eccleston Homes consider it unrealistc to expect some one- o
us/a in October 2015. third of housing to come from just five sites and that additional smaller sites should be identified.
s (Chapter 9 of the Plan quite rightly reco Lancaster h fation and this cals for appropriate housing provision. It s lso the case that an considerable number of student live in family housing n the South of
093/01/C9/LC/US183 [Anthony Breakel N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A L Vs Lancaster. These factors lead to the p the future, homes close elderly and purpose buit student accommodation to free up the family homes in the City. The high | Review the housing development sites identified in the Local Plan and those that & the type of hosing the city needs in the future, Yes
osts associated with the Garden Village, the largest development in the plan, means that arge properties wilbe build not meeting the needs of the Citys ageing population.
The use of igures calculated by Turley Anew formula for calculating housing need has been published by the Government which should form the basis for this local plan.
070/02/C9/LC/US2 Dr Lesley Bryan N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc us/2 The housing figures need to be recalculated unsing the OAN formula suggested by the Government in September 2017 This would result in a lower and more realstic housing need figure. No
n December 2017 the Council agreed a figure of 522 as their housing need figure, there does not appear to be any concrete basis for this figure. Higher housing figures will esult in unnecessary loss of Green Belt land.
The Plan s not sound in its failure to deliver sustainable development as defined by the NPPF. basis of the OAN is because the data used is outdates and because of the failure to
appreciate or factor in unattibutable population change. Furthermore the
Turley work on the OAN bases its estimates on OBR economic activity rates, these are different from those implict in the forecasting model used by Experian. Had Experian used the OBR economic activity rates then it would have
168/01/C9/LC/USA im Hamilton Cox N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc us/a probably been lower. The estimates made by Turley of the homes needed to support jobs are therefore flawed. A corrected and updated analysis is therefore needed before there s a sound basis on which to set the housing requirement in the Local Plan. Yes
The housing market indicators for Lancaster do not suggest that the housing market is under any particular stress, There is no case for a ‘market signals plift to the housing need estimate. Whilst the OAN remains at 675 homes per
ear and the backlog is not addressed because the demand is simply not there for this level of house building, there is no safety from what might be deemed unplanned, unwanted and unsustainable development. [Further detail
provided in the representors full esponse.]
The Council cannot demonstrate a 5 year supply of housing as required by the NPPF. Itis & requirement in the Plan period to g this. There is  shortfalin the number of homes.
provided, Policy SP6 can provide the opportunity to address this shortfall however inits current state the plan does not make proivision for this. As a result the Councilare in serious risk of faiing to catch up with housing
requirements. Considering the above the policy should make reference to existing shortfall accured and how this will be addressed in the early years of the plan. We note that the Council has dismissed the staged approach
us/1 originally advocated in the 2017 Draft Plan.
us/2
128/03/5P6/LC/US1-4 Aquib Saghir NJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon H rategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD hapter P N L The Councilshoul more positive approach ant Iy addr Jisting shortfall but al much of the suppl i N
/03/5P6/LC/ quib Sagf UL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations Chapter 09 506 /A v s e o ey theCouneShoud e lcatin or s 0t he s e ad el e lcaons oot s surcsof sl he e e Council should take a more positive approach and aim to not only address the existing shortfall but allocate as much of the supply as possible. 0
us/a araft however has offset most of the and plan delivery exp Thisis bean
Overall Poicy 576 fails to dentify suffcient stes to address the identified housing requirement for Lancaster. This does not demonstrate that Lancaster are planning positively to meet anticipated growth. [Further detal provided in
the representors full response.]
With regard to housing requirement and supply, the City Council cannot demonstrate a 5 year housing suppy and must ensure that their Local Plan identifies opportunities through site allocations to boost the supply of housing.
us/1 Policy 5P does not acknowledge or address the shortfallaccrued so far within the district. In addition the allocations currently identified do not meet the housing needs of the area. The housing need requirement considered
us/2 te by the Councilssignificantly below the OAN figure and not a true reflection of Lancaster. The Pl buth: the h Thi
128/18/5P6/LC/US1-4 Claire Norris Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A L z ELaTeTL At T e B T P B S ST QB O 5 20 ancaster. The Plan . SULEE ® JFurther land should be allocated to meet evidenced housing needs i the district, in particular the land South of Pinewood Avenue which should be released from the Green Belt Yes
us/3 approach is considered counter-intuitive.
us/a
The plan must make provision for more allocations to meet the housing needs of the area and identify more sites and release land from the Green Belt to achieve this. [Further detail provided i the representors full response.]
s/t We are concerned that the Councilis backing away from di assessed need for housing which is 675 dwelings per annum. We would prefer to see the Council revert back to s originalintention to deliver this
eter brett Associated on behal of Hurstwood vz need in full and look at how delivery can be increased from identified sites to meet this target, as wellas possibly allocate additional land.
124/03/5P6/LC/US1-4 Michael Gilbert o Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A 1c s [The Councl should seek to meet ed in ful Yes
e sfa Notwithstanding this, we fully support and endorse the clear acknowledgement by the Council that the Lune Industrial Estate is capable of accommadating housing development and welcome its inclusion as part of the anticipated
housing supply.
us/1 ing and supply ouncilis able: 2133 year supply of deliverable housing land. However, ths figure is based on a flawed assessment which uilises the
P T — Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood Strategic Policies & Land Albocations DPD Chapter 09 o6 m " us/2 | e o b el e s s e e oot e e S Y S latest 5 year m Id be withdrawn and amended to reflect the 2014-based household projections. We would expect the effect to be that the five year supply reduces to alevel ves
Holdings us/3 hatis smiart thtreportedin Ocotber 2017 which we cansider to b far more rabust and resistic
us/a The dramatic drop in using this approach s not a sound basis on which to calculate housing need or address housing supply. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
s part of Policy SP6, the Councilset out that 495 of the 700 dwellings allocated can be built out through the plan period. It is our clients view that SP6 shoud, be amended to detalthat the anticipated number of dwellings in the
I d should be 700 and not 495. A number of housebuiiders can be on the site at the same time. This il strengthen th d delivery of units as detailed in the housing traject
151/07/SP6/LC/USL Lydia Harper PWA Planning on behalf of Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc us/1 [PraE A AR e e e be made to Eny flexibilty and site set out in Policy SPG should be increased. Yes
Itis considered that the Council must plan for greater flexibity n the wording of Policy SG9 and EN7 to enable the best use of the ste whilst design. [Further in fullresponse.]
Itis noticeable that Policy SPG establishes a lower target than the evidenced OAN of either 2015 or 2018, This reduction appears to be on reflection of local transport infrastructure constraints. Without the delivery of necessary
103/02/SP6/LC/US1 Daniel Hughes PWA Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A 1c us/1 infrastructure it cannot be demonstrated that the growth to the scale proposed is acceptable in planning terms. Similary, this infrastrutcture wil not come forward immediately. It is the conclusion of our cient that further sites | Further sites should be idenitifed for housing growth within Policy SPe. Yes

should be identified within the Local Plan to ensure that the targets of Policy SP6 can be provided for. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
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We have concerns over the Planrlance o th age proportion of housing numbers whichwilbe delveed through tratecses wich re assocated withonger set-up  lead-in tmes an often ather new associated
us/1 Given the Councif's i rates, the over reliance on anumber strategc sites may subdue future housing completions.
us/2
098/01/SP6/LC/US1-4 Sian Grffiths RCA Regeneration on behalfof GB. Escolme Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 spos /A L v ot of 1,355 dwling whichare expecte om I 0 incds windfall opportuntis s oo letsview that he Further sites should be identified for housing and areduction made to the assumptions for windfall stes to come forward through the plan period. Yes
us/a emerging plan is overly reliant on windfallsites and should reduce this allowance and increase additional housing sites to align with the plan-led system identified as part of the Core Principles in the NPPF. [Further detail provided in
the representors full esponse.]
[We object to the additional 3 years beyond the plan period. The plan period is the plan period and it i not sound to need an additional 3 years to deliver the housing OAN. We note that the annual requirement has been reduced to
us/1 The Plan should seek to meet bitious OAN within the plan period, not seek extensions to the del d. The plan should clearly distinguish the levels of growth which can be achieved in the short term withi
029/02/C3/1LC/US184 Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmiand Trustees Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 506 /A Lc Usja 522 dwellings per annum (down from the 675 per annum figure identified in the draft Plan) and we are concerned that this figure is not sufficiently ambitious. o eiement for o et unraden o pertod notseek extensions to he dellery period. The plan should cleary ditinguish fhe [eves of rowth which can he achieved inhe short erm within Yes
(Further detail on this matter is contained in the full response.] a © P
It s clear that insufficient housing has been identified to meet either the original or verified OAN in full. The scale of under delivery is significant and the Local Plan must boost housing supply by allocating a greater number of sites
for housing, including a wider range of smaller sites. This must not exclude the allocation of suitable sites in neighbourhood plan areas,
us/1  ighe otl numberof dwelngsshould b nluded uner thetienonsrtec s dlvery i %, that our clients land at Chapel Lane Galgate is including in the Pl Ih ite)and also it land at
Simith & Love Planning on behal of Applethwaite Usjz The Plan also liant on a number of that equie a adin time and cary uncertainrsk. Addionalsupply i therefoe rquird nth ey years of hte pan. Additona supply can b provded cen i Droe, St est (i e vt tht e Sty it Hedt neghbotsnosd elivery i e hmaty ooy ot Chapel Lane Galgate s inclucing n the an (as 2 rural housing siteland also s land o
162/01/5P6/LC/US1-4 (Graham Love romes ® PP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 506 /A Lc e by allocated more sites in urban and rural locations via Policy H1 and H2. We consider that amore ambitious figure should beset for supply within hey have a clear potentialto deliver a greater number g Proe!
F dwell
us/a of dwelings. A higher total number of dwellings should be also included in the box labelled *Additional supply including neighbourhood plan delivery expectations' in Policy SP6.
i addition to being quantitively deficiency, wemns\dermep\annedhousmgsupp\vwbequahlwe\ydehuen(ln(ermsuhhehm\(edrange distribution of housin d development The
planned provison in Policy SP6 does not adequately boost deliver uch as retirement housing. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
s/t We consider that bitious figure should be set f thin th [z h del  dwell the
e consider that a more ambitious figure should be set for within the an ave a clear p eliver a of dwellings, in p e five
us/2 The City Council should set proportionate individual housing requirements for each of the designated thatare objectively assessed housing need for Lancaster, in relation to the
108/03/5P6/LC/US1-4 (Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of G & M arker Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 /A Lc us;; : , Caton, C constrants The City Counci have not undertaken an apportionating exceise and the expected contribution | 7 1Y Councl shouid et proportionat Ifousing e o e o o A e e o ¢ oo e 4 Yes
v o Noighbourhond ban rese s based an the ardeipated resuts of the 2018 S 2. ATV o ’ settlement hierarchy in terms of population, size and access to services and faciities. A correspondingly higher nhumber should be included in Policy
Us/1
us/2 The Local Plan is not positively prepared and it must boost the planned supply by allocating a greater number of sites for housing, including a wider range of smaller and medium sized sites in a variety of locations and especially | An increased total number of dwellings should be included in : e plan delivery exp . (if our clients and dentified as a SHELAA
107/03/SP6/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of J & Lamb Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A Lc ves
103/SPE/LC/ ® ¢ P / us/3 ones which can be delivered early in the plan period without the need for signifciant infrastructure. e the lanned housing aupply)ar m th box ablled Non-Statege St Delvery .2 equesed n ot representaions, aur clents and s e he LocalPlan 3 2 rorat housing alloctin s
us/a
It s clear that insufficient housing land has been identified to meet the OAN. The scale of the under delivery is such that the Local Plan must boost supply by allocating a greater number of sites for housing. This must not also not
exclude the allocation of ites in neighbourhood plan areas. The local plan i also reliant and a number o sites that require significan which carry vis is therefore
s needed in the early phase of the plan which can be brought through quickly. in order to ensure that neighbourhood plans are positively prepared, the Council should set individual for each d d d the expectations should be boosted to those which are
sz currently identified in Policy 5P
135/01/5P6/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A 1c usfs The Council, via ts background papers consider that all reasonable alternatives to meet ts OAN have been considered, this must be revisited and consider the opportunities it has discounted, such as land to the east of Fulwood Yes
usfa Drive. We therefore consider that a more ambitious figure should be set for the expected supply within neighbourhood plan areas as these areas have the potentialto deliver a greater number of dwellings. [Additionaly, in the event that h-Hest and/or Morecambe Plans are not sufficiently progressed then the City Council should seek to allocate land to the east of Fulwood Drive for residential purposes
under Policy H1 for 140 dwellings
i addition to being quantitively deficiency, we believe the supply is qualittively deficiency and limited in terms of range and geographical distribution. Thisis especially noticable in Morecambe and the Council acknowledge that
are limite focused around Lancaster with no strategic growth planned in Morecambe.
us/1 plan areas should be set by Policy SP6 of the Local Plan. Oakmere H ded to suggested proposed 8
us/2 plan area, 8 them to and unjustified Oakmere Homes needed, by Policy $P6 to provide sound igures for Plan and sly
135/06/SP6/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A Lc ves
SR 5 d 4 U us/3 Neighbourhood Plan areas. Oakmere Homes belleve these to be:a miimur of 140 dwellngs for Morecambe and Syne-withHest 180 dwelings.
us/a To ensure a sound p Homes believe that b I t be included in Policy SP6. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
scemore of the East L site Seemore Properties note that some 900 dwellings are anticipated to be delivered through the plan period, the final capacity will
100/16/SP6/LC/S. David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Chapter 09 P06 N/A c s ©! P & P 'gh the plan period, pacity No suggested amendments made. Yes
inevitably be a the preparation of a planning application.
v There is asignificant reliance on larger strategic sites to meet housing need and its necessary for smaller ites to be allocated within the plan so they can quickly and effectively contribution to meeting 5 year housing suppl
049/02/5P6/9.18/LC/US18.384 Chris Middlebrook Steven Abbott Associates Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 918 L us/3 i & " e " s v can auekdy v 8oy & supply. [There is an over reliance on large strategic sites, therefore support should be given to the allocation of smmers sites such as land at Bowerham Lane. Yes
e i is made to of at Bowerham Lane. Itis considered that the idenitification of smallscale sites is supported by the emerging NPPF.
081/01/C9/LC/S Melanie Lindsay The Coal Authority Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A Lc s The Coal Authorityis pleased to see that the specific policies for thatall will need to be taken into account. No suggested amendment made. No
The housing requirement provided in Policy 5P is 100 dwellings short of the OAN for the distrct, however itis across a longer delivery pr Plan proposes annual delivery of 522 dwellings per
annum which is 14% that the identified annual need for lings. It appears that if the C h the housing target and timeframe proposals the fully evidenced housing needs of the district wil not
be met, The strategy for meeting housing needs i therefore not justified and does not meet the soundness tests of paragraph 182.
& g housing b pararap Council annum as per needs and extend the overall plan period to 2034 This would equate to a minimum new housing
us/1 13,195 dwelings to be delivered by 2034.
163/07/SPG/NLCS/Us1-4 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 09 P06 N/A [ rovides no flexibilty to ensure that housing needs are met f sites stall or windfals don't come forward. Consequently, the Counci appears dependent on the delivery of al the sites identified within the plan by 2034 f it is to meet Yes
/07/SPE/NLCS/ e v ® e P! Vi % us/3 e o the dismics T et the slom il b it o o eauenty: PP P i planby In addition to identifying land to meet the C provide flexibility to adapt to rapid change' in accordance with paragraph 14 of the NPPF. In this context Peel suggest that the
us/a & L& & housing Councilidentify additional land to deliver a further 15% of the housing requirement. This toaneedto delivery of per annum. The provision of additional sites and
safeguarded land would provide the C and greater be metin the event that delivery is delayed on some sites.
Peel support the inclusion of a mechanism for early review of the Plan and agrees this should be enshrined in policy. However, it is Important not to plan to fail and the review mechanism should be treated as a ast resort and only "¢ P 8 v Vis delay
enacted if all other efforts have failed. The req earl not refer to Bailigg Village specifically as effective delivery of the Plan s dependent on all the allocated sites. Policy SPis a
suitable location for the early review mechanism. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
The housing requirement provided in Policy SP is 100 dwellings short of the OAN for the distrct, however itis across a longer delivery pi Plan proposes annual delivery of 522 dwellings per
annum which is 14% that the dentified annual need for lings. It appears that if the C h the housing target and timeframe proposals the fully evidenced housing needs of the district wil not
be met, The strategy for meeting housing needs i therefore not justified and does not meet the soundness tests of paragraph 182.
& g housing b pararap Council annum as per needs and extend the overall plan period to 2034 This would equate to a minimum new housing
us/1 13,195 dwelings to be delivered by 2034.
163/07/SPG/NLCS/US1-S David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 sp07 N/A N6 rovides no flexibilty to ensure that housing needs are met f sites stall or windfals don't come forward. Consequently, the Counci appears dependent on the delivery of al the sites identified within the plan by 2034 f it is to meet Yes
/07/SPE/NLCS/ e v ® e P! Vi / us/3 o o the dismics T et the slom il b ittt o o eauenty: PP P i planby In addition to identifying land to meet the C provide flexibility to adapt to rapid change' in accordance with paragraph 14 of the NPPF. In this context Peel suggest that the
us/s & L& & housing Councilidentify additional land to deliver a further 15% of the housing requirement. This toaneedto delivery of per annum. The provision of additional sites and
safeguarded land would provide the C and greater be metin the event that delivery is delayed on some sites.
Peel support the inclusion of a mechanism for early review of the Plan and agrees this should be enshrined in policy. However, it is Important not to plan to fail and the review mechanism should be treated as a ast resort and only [* & P 8 v Vis delay
enacted if all other efforts have failed. The req earl not refer to Bailigg Village specifically as effective delivery of the Plan s dependent on all the allocated sites. Policy SPis a
suitable location for the early review mechanism. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
Chapter 09 P06 [Whilt referred to, the 2018 SHELAA fails to d I the deliverability of land off Scotforth Road development potential to these sites. In this context CEP would state that the SHELAA t
169/29/SP68SG1/LC/USL onathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD siasd N/A Lc us/1 et eterredto, e L e L L o e S O TR B e S S R R U e A, BR R assessent | cep request that the SHELAA s updated to better reflect the deliverabilty of their site within the first five years of the plan period and mark the site as ‘green’ Yes
Chapter 12 sGo1 carried out and reflects the commentary provided in the representors full response. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Our client considers the plan to be unsound in respect of Policy SP6 as a result of the omission of land at Low Road which we consider should be included as a housing land allocaiton. The siteis located on the northern edge of
Chapter 09 o6 sr2 Halton and has, in part, planning permission for 60 dwellings. The site is v further the east
147/03/5P6&H2/LC/US284 Alice Weston Knights Professional Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD oo 20 Hor /A Lc e Land to the South of Low Road, Halton should be identified under Policies SP and H2 for housing. Yes
P [Whilst it is acknowledged that the site fals in part into the Forest of Bowland AN it should have weight in the planning balance and does not preclude development taking place. [Further detail provided in the representors full
response.]
0 £ 0 L L 45T G0 023 0 S8 L L 0 S B0
e o ©h believe that ongoing pre- for this site.
147/04/SP6&H2/LC/US284 Matthew Wedderburn Knights Professional Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD i Hos N/A Lc & Land to the South of Low Road, Halton should be identified under Policies SP6 and H2 for housing. Yes
“ Given the land south of Low road should be considered a suitable location for developent yet is omitted from Policy SP6, we consider the plan not to be ustified and not consistent with national planning policy. [Further detail
provided in the representors full esponse.]
sjz [Whilst our clent supports the aims in this policy our prop g requiring a response in relation s
106/15/SP7/LC/US2-3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 P07 N/A Lc s contribute to t 5 a respond. Its may resultin context to s local tothencedto  |The policy should be re-directed to focus on local character and qualities which help shape the diversity of the wider ditrict Yes
respond to the character on a larger geographic scale.
s/ (Concern s raised about the degree to which the current policy provides an appropriate framework for the district’s heritage assets in ine with the NPPF. We consider the lack of locally specifc details a significant omission. The
050/06/5P7/LC/US184 Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 P07 N/A Lc vera policy as drafted is very broad and does not provide a framework for conservation and management of the district's heritage assets. The policy should be amended to patially setting out the historic have proposed significant Policy $P7 in order sound. This can be read i fullvia their full response.
Ibute to the district. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
P07 vs/2 The plan refers to Climate Ch  seeks to address this in part through bl H he plan does not stipulate that low carb frastructure and « Given th
70210/ C U240 ina Dowing a Strategic Polces & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 VA < s  plan refers to Climate Change and seeks to address this in part through renewable energy. However the plan does not stipulate that low carbon energy infrastructure and provision i necessary to iven the new carbon enery provison. ves
P08 v urgency and the NPPF commitment to a transition to a low carbon future, the lack of substantial action and requirement for energy make
itis not possible to have an informed view on the Garden Village because so ltle information has been proviced. Given this represents such a large element of the Local Plan | believe it should be withdrawn unti full
P07 us/2 The Local Pl h10.11) ises that flooding s a significant issue for Galgate. H the development of 3,500 new homes at th 4 Bailrigg Garden Village willb d risks. What are the implicat
073/02/C10/LC/Us2°3 Mary Breakell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 N/A Lc / @ Local lan (paragraph 10.11) recognises thatflooding i 2 sgnificant ssue for Galgate. However the development of 3,500 new homes at the proposed Bailigg Garden Vilage will bring increased rsks. What are the implcations. 1 jonce of osts and implications are available. 1 would like to see an updated Flood Risk Assessment ot ust for the proposed Garden Villge but one which reassesses Galgate flood risk and models the impacts of both No
P08 us/3 from the Innovation Campus and reconfigured junction 33 for Galgate?
road changes and proposed new development
095/02/C10/LCUs3.4 ol prior a Strategic Polcies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 P07 VA L us/3 Galgate floods regularly from the run-off from the University which runs into the River Conder, Ou Beck and Burrow Beck. The motorway run-off flows into Whitley Beck which also flows through Galgate. The Plan accepts flood is a | feelthat the flood risk assessment for Galgate shouid be revised in ight of the November 2017 floods and some modelling done to assess the riss arising from Bailigg Garden Village, Health Innovation Campus and o
P08 us/a <hallenge but does not explain how it will be resolved or funded. | am new with the Bairigg Garden Village flood risk n Galgate reconfiguration of Junction 33,
This is a personal submission on the Plan and is separate to those which have been submitted by CLOUD.
Given the lack of information published it i very difficult to deduce how the construction of the Garden Vilage and Agri-Business Centre will have on impprt areas of landscape, or indeed what measures will be taken, when
developed, to fulfil the obligations set out in national policy.
us/1 The Lancaster Canalis a great asset and is immensely popular. But we are yet to understand how close the canal bank will be to the new development i the Garden Village. Nor do we know the impact of any proposed crossing of
091/01/C1OLC/USLa stephen Constantine n Strategi Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 10 P07 A o us/2 the canal will be. One fears that it would be obtrusive and out-of-keeping with the character of the area. There is also concern over the impacts from the Agri-Business Centre will have on the character of th ecanl which could be | The matter to which I refer could only be rendered sound if they complied precisely to what s required by NPPF and NPPG. A revised plan would need to be put to the public as well s the Planning Inspecto to demonstrate o
P08 us/3 eye-sore wil require rigorous planting and maintenance - can this be achieved? what revisions have been made. Moreover, close and sustained monitoring would thereafter be required to reassure members of the public that what had been promised on paper was actually secured.
us/a
There is concern that nowhere in the Plan i there reference to the roman remains at Burrow Heights in terms of ts location, security or how its impr heduled monument will be enhanced
With respect to the Garden Village, the plans provided to the public have been described as once in alfetime and the relocation ohheAgH Business Centre as a solution to its exiting highly constrained location. But proposed
[developments and solutions have implications for more than our lifetimes. Get this wrong and lifetimes i the th to Lancaster its ecology, it amenities and it historic
inheritance. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
P07 Us/3
126/03/C10/1C/US3-4 Val purnell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 os N/A Lc e . and grubbing out hed d would take years to return, if ever. [There is insufficient reassurance of proteciton of widiife inthe Local Plan as a consequence of buiding so many house and road on greenfield land. Use brownfield land to avoid this No
us/1 Policy SP8 states that the Plan has been prepared in consultation with the relevant authorities, such as the Environment Agency. However, n light of the flooding events of November 2017 that the EA flood boundaries require
093/02/5PB/LC/US1-3 [Anthony Breakell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 P08 N/A Lc us/2 urgent review. Flood risk zones need to be reviewed to reflect the impacts of Climate Change over recent years. It would be unwise to identify new areas of housing until this review has been carried out. The Plan should also A comprehensive review of flood risk across Lancaster and the identifcation of flood prevention measures. Yes

us/3

contain specific measures to prevent or at least reduce flood risk to existing homes.
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PINS REF INAME | ORGANISATION DPD. CHAPTER PoLIcY PARA COMPLIANT SOUNDNESS [SUMMARY OF RESPONSE (SOUNDNESS) SUGGESTED AMENDMENT EXAMINATION
e G
[The policy as currently written is too narrow to comply with national planning policy as it oy relates to areas of recognised national and international importance and omits those of local importance and it requires those areas to
Wildlife Trust for Lz hire, Manchester & North be simult: usly of national AND inte tional it 1 The NPPF requires local authorities to set criteria based policies for designated sites that make distinctic bety hi hy of sites. The NPPF to state through
010/01/5P8/LC/USA David Dunlop e Trust for Lancashire, Manchester & Nor Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 10 spos N/A L us/a e simultaneously of national AND international importance. The NPPF requires local authorities to set criteria based policies for designated sites that make distinctions between hierarchy of sites. The NPPF goes on to state through | o mmend that the policy be amended to read ‘seek to protect areas of land functionally linked ecologically to areas that are of international and/or national and/or local importance.” Yes
Merseyside paragraphs 113 and 117 that protection should be their status and e weight to their importance and contribution they make to the wider ecologicalnetwork and that planning policies should
dentify and map components of the local ecological network.
he poi ‘that the aspirations of allsections of the community €. Th bl to achieve b tall members of an ity have th tions. As worded it does mean that for those that d
054/03/5P9/LC/US3 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 SPO9 N/A L uUs/3 ‘e policy requires that the aspirations of allsections of the community are met s s Impossible to achieve because not all members of any community have the same aspirations. As worded ft does mean that for those that do Delete the sentence 'through making sure that the aspirations of all sections of the community are met." Yes
not want their settlement to accommodate further housing growth then this policy requirement will not be met.
cep broadiy support and consider sound the Councifs commitment to ensuring the on term sustainabilty ofthe district communitis. Notwithstanding this, it is important that an evidence based i adopted i relation t
169/07/SP9/LC/S | Jonathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 SP09 N/A L s roadly support and consider sound the Council's cor ment to ensuring the long term sustainability of the district communities. Notwithstar '8 this, its importa at an evidence based approach is adopted in relation to No suggested amendments made. Yes
education and health provision, particularly in relation to Bailrigg Garden Village.
i rovison -, th I . < for "
163/08/5P9/LC/S David Diggle [Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 P09 N/A w© s Peel support the aim of Policy SP9 to provide appropriate provison for education and health within the district. However, this work should be undertaken strategically within the plan making process in order for sites within the No suggested amendments made Yes
most suitable and viable locations to be identified and allocated accordingly.
164/01/C1IACSS pncrew Gate Community Health Partnership - orecambe say CCG Strategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chopter 11 spo9 A o s The Plan does not with the NHS, in p Bay CCGin residents of the Council area. The CCG has a duty to provide primary health care to | The CCG requires the plan to take account of this need to provide adequate healthcare to the population and for Section 11 of the Plan to make explicit reference to protecting existing healthcare infrastructure and o
P10 the general population, development within the plan will inevitably put a strain on the existing health infrastructure. delivering new in response to new development. Detalled wording is suggested within the representor full response.
our clent i supportive of the aims of the Councl which seek usage b developmentt located. Our client is however by th d poliy requirement ot
r client is supportive of the aims of the Council which seek to on car usage by o located. Our client is however concerned by the proposed policy requirement of In the implementation of this Policy, the Council must ensure that obligation tests outlined in paragraph 204 of the NPPF are adhered to. The Council also need to ensure that the Community Infrastructure Levy are followed
contribute to the delivery of important transport infrastructure' where appropriate and necessary to do so. Thi h introd: i to what the f the Council will be for certain
us/2 e p” °f e " " for the same project are not sought from more than five different projections (pooling) and that that Infrastructure requirements are not made in relaiton to development types which are
106/16/SP10/LC/US2-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 P10 N/A e us/3 P & exempted under CIL regulations. Yes
us/a
/ Itis noted that whilst the Cmmm\hhaue published a \n!rastruitutre Defvery Schedule which provides an ndication of costs and tmescalesthishas ot been ested through  vibily assessment.Asaresutts not clearwhatimpact [l shed as soon s possble, the capuncl hould allow time or review and comment o this asessment.
148/07/SP10/LC/S 1on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 P10 NA L s tive of of the Council to p in sustainable locations and accessible from a range of transport modes. No suggested amendment made, Yes
(R
Making Junction 34 the principle the south have to go round the gyratory system. This will mean further traffc jams and makes the 10% relief from the HGV Movement Strateg
080/01/SPLO/NLCS/US1-4 anet Taylor Friends of Denny Beck Strategic Policies & Land Allcations DPD Chapter 11 10 /A NLc/s o ocng Jr princple gateway € gyratory sy 4 € There should be a balance directing trffic north and south depending where traffci going n Lancastr. Yes
us/a
us/2 [The policy should be to delivr transport nfrastrucutre and not defer te Highways and Transport Masterplan published by the highway authority. It s not to have a policy that developmentto b
054/04/SPLO/LC/US2-3 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 510 N/A 1c / © Policy should be to dellver transport nfrastrucutre and not defer to.3 separate Highways and Transport Masterplan published by fhe highway authortty. ftis not necessary to have a polcy that requires development tob¢ | oete the policy and replace with a policy that for ranspor Yes
us/3 located in sustainable locations that ensure a range of transport options when Policy SP2 identifies the sustainable locations for growth.
cep are eager to engage n the Garden Vilag in order to p garding phasing of v , CEP's Scotforth Roads site
We would recommend that further consideration i given to both the viabilty fo delvering various infrastructure associated with the Garden Vilage and the appropriate mechanism for it delivry prior to adoption. Poic
169/08/5P10/LC/US3 Jonathan Wallace Lichfields on behalfof Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allcations DPD Chapter 11 10 /A L us/a benefits from excellent accessibilty to both the existing and proposed residential communities in South Lancaster. Given the site s so well contained i could be delivered ahead of the provsion of the bulk o infrastructure ure wouldrecommend tha furthe ¢ v e € Ppropr v G ¥ Yes
required. C: should be given to o y Bly-
areater precision s needed n the plan over future transport planning and be explained. Prop housing and wil toan overloaded reference
110/03/5P10/LC/US2 Nick Moule /A Strategic Policies & Land Allcations DPD Chapter 11 10 /A L us/2 No suggested amendments made. No
/03/5P10/LCA 4 el Pt i/ / s made to the forward planning of transport netwokrs, but it s difficult to see from the breadth of 15 described how the existing or will increased demand. 8
[ The principle of reducing reliance on car usage by requiring new development to be sustainably located is supported. However, this policy requires development to contribute to the delivery of important transport infrastructure
where it is necessary and important to do so.
100/17/5P10/LC/UST David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 SP10 N/A L us/1 Greater clarity about the requirements will be attached to certain developments. Yes
As drafted there is ambiguity and a lack of certainty about what be attached to certain Such iby Ild affect development viability and the delivery of affordable housing. A blanket
statement about paying for transport infrastructure has not been tested and any contributions must meet the statutory tests concerning such payments.
peel broadly support the Plan's respect of highway d defivery. However, whikt it d necessary for new help facltate where there isclear
evidence iti required the Coucnl will appreciate it i neither iable nior appropriate for the be solely resp g Which s needed to address existing problems or provide benefits
beyond the development tsef. This s particularly the case in elation o road infrastructure.
163/09/SP10/LC/S David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 11 P10 N/A e s Ve P! P W No suggested amendments made. Yes
Development should not be delivered where forward by d capacty. Detailed needs to be given of the whole package
requirements dentiied
Support given to polcies T4, T2, T3 and T4 of the Strategic Poicies and Land Allocations DPD which seek to build on the e e and emerging ”
references are recommended for Policy T3 and T4,
10
Chapter 11 To1 With regard to the preparation of the transport assessment to support the Local Plan, the b 1o localplan base. This
020/03/C11&C24/NA [Marcus Hudson Lancashire County Council (Highways and Transport) Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD & ”t 5 T02 N/A N/A N/A [completion of the wokr the dopted mitigation measures proposed in tandem with the strategic B8 g is sug Policies T3 and T4 in relation to the Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan and Movement Strategy.
& T03 support delivery of the full Local Plan. Further d detail on the be read in the rep
Tos
\With regards o strategic g work. Due to th fvedin models, the County Council would transport model alocalplan , and where
such a model would be used solely for borne as part of the pl by the local pi thority. provided in full )
us/1
US;Z Objection raised to Bailrigg Garden Village, our main concern is traffic to the South of Lancaster - all routes effectively come together at Pointer Roundabout with traffic bottlenecked through the City Centre gyratory. Air quality is
181/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Dave and Laura Lamont N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 N/A N/A L us/3 another point to consider, walki Road is. unpleasant to the high levels of traffic and congestion. | fail to see the reasons (other than financial reasons) for wanting to blight the South | No suggested amendments made. No
us/a of the City. If homes are really thought to be necessary, which | doubt, then surely there must be better places where development could take place in smaller batches so to dilute their impact.
our clent i supportive of the allocaion of Baiirigg Garden Villsge and welcomes the Councis recagrition that not all the 3,500 dwellins are delivrable n the plan period. Given the current uncertainties about how the site will
our 1,655 dwel tion made by the Councils. The effects of these uncertaintis s likely to push back delver
/2 ’ d Iytop V- The Council should levels of 8 hich can be this plan period.
106/17/SG1/1C/Us2-3 craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf o Storey Homes Strategic oliies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 601 /A L Yes
17/5GILC/ i d el Pt i/ us/3 [ur elient also questions thhe delivery rate assumed for the Garden Village which at its peak is assumed to be 150 dwellings per year. To acheive such a peak 4 to 5 different developers would be required to develop the site, N ents view that the peat del e should be dropped to 120 dwel
however itis unclear at this be acheived. Our Council should make a about the rate might be achieved on site. Itis our clients view that | 0U" clients view that the peak delivery rate should be dropped to 120 dwelings per year.
the peak delivery ate should be dropped to 120 dwelings per year. [Further detail provided in the representors fulresponse.]
us/1 |We consider the approach taken to the preparation of the SHELAA to be a disjointed approach to drafting the plan. The Local Plan requires robust evidence and the Council has seemingly omitted information from one of its crucial
us/2 evidence in lieu of a ft d coming forwsrd.
106/43/5G1/LC/US1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 01 N/A L us/3 | The SHELAA should be added to address the inconsistencies identified. Yes
us/a [ The client support the conclusiions of the SHELAA in relation to site references 321 at Grab Lane, Lancaster. We also note inconsistencies between the SFRA and the SHELAA in relation site 148 and flood risk matters - land west of
Highland Brow. The SHELAA suggests that this land is located in Flood Zone 3, this suggestion is not correct and should be considered available for development.
Although not itter t ke the li d, as drafted it fortunate that the ke les of the Garden Village d¢ t make refe to the Canal Corridor, which fc the stern boundary to the d
122/01/561/1¢/s Tim Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A 1c s oy in notamatter o make the polcy unsound, asdraftec tfs unfortunate that the key princples of the Garden Vllage do not male reference o the Canal Corridor, which forms the western boundary o the propose Detailed wording is suggested within the representors fullresponse. No
Itis considered that the inclusion of the three sites identified n this submission on land at Preston / Lancaster Roadis appropriate. Given the sustainabily of this location they should contin in jthin the boundar
127/03/5G1/LC/S Alban Cassidy Cassidy & Ashton on behalf of Mrs S Thagia Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 G 01 N/A L s tis considered that the inclusion of the three sites identified n this submission on land at Preston / Lancaster Road is appropriate. Given the sustainabilty of this location they should continue to be included within the boundary [No suggested amendments made. Yes
for the Garden Village utiising their good access ot the A6
122 [ The Garden Village proposals will potentially create the largest increase in local population in the plan, residents will require access to healthcare. There is currently no GP provision in the immediate area.
164/02/C12/12.2812.5812.6/LC/US3 | Andrew Gate Community Health Partnership - Morecambe Bay CCG Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sGo1 125 I us/3 :’:rv‘af‘v:sp:wos'l‘éi;é:"a[:d 12.6 should make explicit reference to healthcare. A new paragrpah should be added after 12.18 about healthcare and the need for the Garden Village to provide quality primary healthcare No
126 [ The plan must therefore provide additional Primary Care capacity into the Garden Village by reserving land for healthcare facilities and through financial contributions towards the financial cost of healthcare provision.
[ The Proposats M e broad area of growth for Baiigs Garden Vilage. There does - I reason for the area of search extend thsfar south and s not lear what the v e es repr
151/04/5G1/LC/US1&3 Matthew Symons Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A e usls ac;g;z“;::"d::’ sets out the broad area of growth for Bailrigg Garden Village. There does not appear to be a sound reason for the area of search extend this far south and it is ot clear what the various dashed lines represent ., o014 be removed from the Bailrgg Garden Village broad area of growth, Yes
We believe there is afack of evidenc of either pent-up or for on the Baiigg Gar Itis our experience that university staf typically lve some
distance away from the campus and prefer to do so.
190/02/5G1/LC/US2 Michael Mumford Lancaster and Morecambe Liberal Democrats Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 G 01 N/A (19 us/2 We submit that strategic areas of separation are needed to the South and West of Bailrigg Garden Village scheme to ensure that urban settlement does not in fact envelop the villages of Ellel and Galgate in South Lancaster. [No suggested amendments made.
| The new material that the Council have added does d hi be handled in a plausible timescale. In particular the traffi bottlenecks v T
is o need at this time t [Further in response.]
CEP support the identification of the Garden Village as a strategic site for new housing growth and would emphasise CEPs commitment to engaging in the masterplanning process. However, given the integral role the Garden Village
will play Policy SG1 should formally allocate the site for the delivery of 3,500 homes, not merely idenitify it as a broad area of growth. Without a clear allocation, sufficient certainty cannot be provided that the district's housing
its is deliverbale and the therefore the DPD t b idered effecti d.
requirements s deliverbale and the therefore the cannot be considered effective or sount | That consideration is given to moving forward the masterplanning for the Garden Village site through a Supplementary Planning Document.
us/1
[ The Council's preferred mechanism for moving forward this application is through the creation of a Garden Village Area Action Plan DPD. CEP considered that should a local plan document be considered essential (and CEP are by no
us/2 | That the licy text d firm that sustainable devel t be br ht fc d in forward in the f f individual pl: licatic ithe llel with head of the fc )l adopti f the Gard
169/09/5G1/LC/US1-4 | Jonathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 SG 01 N/A L US;3 means certain this is the case) then the most appropriate means of adopting a masterplan would be through a supplementary planning document as opposed to an AAP. An SPD would constitute a quicker and more flexible \/HZ e;:j“:’v‘;: s revised to confirm that sustainable development can he brought forward in forward in the form of individual planing applications either in parallel with or ahead of the formal adoption of the Garden Yes
usia mechanism whilst still enabling the Councilto carry out consultation and evidence base work to ensure a robust masterplan is adopted for the site. o P
Itis logical in terms of infrastructure and service provision that CEPs site is delivered in the first phase of the Garden Village. To prevent this through the DPD would not be sound. Whilst it is appreciated that the masterplanning for
the Garden Village is at an early stage it is important that the principles of SG1 are clarified, in parrticular the provision of a district centre to serve both the new population of the Garden Village to address deficiencies in South
Lancaster. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
s/
It is logical that CEPs site should be delivered as an early phase of the Garden Village within the first five years of the plan period. To prevent this through the DPD would not be sound. In order to ensure the Policy is
2 As. fiously stated, lient sug t that both the CEP site and the wider land holdi it Whi C ble of be deli d in the short te iithout giy « h to the local hight twork
169/28/SG1/LC/US1-4 ionathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of C Projects " &Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sGo1 N/A Lc 0% L O I U DU e AU L G S S L S AT ositively prepared and effective, CEP request that the policy text associated with Policy SG1 is revised to confirm that sustainable development can be brought forward either in parallel wiht or ahead of the formal adoption Yes
us/3 necessitating the delivery of any strategic highway improvements. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
A of a masterplan or SPD for the Garden Vilage.
Concern raised over the use of that to the rear of properties on Heversham Close. The January 2017 Position Statement for Biligg Garden Viage stated (para 7.9} that access to the development should be achieved via Blea Tarn
008/01/5G1/LC/US3 Darren Jones N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 SG 01 N/A L us/3 Road. If the future scheme involved the creation of a new road / access in this area then objection is raised in terms of noise and traffic fumes which would be created, impacting on local ity. Objection is also raised dr s No
on behalf ofresidents of the new Garden Village because traffic would also flow in return back through the same route with traffic seeking an expedient route towards the M.
NLC/2 us/2 Objection t ilk The traffi the A6 h d building thousands of he will ite gridlock and dreadful air pollution. Re figur Junctic
176/01/SGUNLC283/US283 Simon Miler /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 o1 /A / s lectionta llage. The traffics e an vilding thousands of new homes willcreate grdlock and dreadfular pollution. Reconfiguring Juncton |y, ,ggegreq amendments made. No
NLC/3 us/3 33 on the M6 will make no difference to the traffic problems in South Lancaster.
[ The overall creation of the Bailrigg Garden Village is support by our client. The Council should aim to produce an Area Action Plan as soon as possible 5o to not delay development.
us/1
us/2 We welcome the Cc ich prej the Garden Village will not be permitted. However, development prior to’ the PP and approved
128/04/5G1/LC/US1-4 INJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes: Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 SG 01 N/A L us/3 where it can be demonstrated that it does not prejudice the development of the widr site and the delivery of the Area Action Plan for the Garden Village. dr d No
us/a

The plan should make scope for additioonal homes to be delivered on this site than anticipated. The Plan should state at least 1,655 units are anticipated ot be delivered and support early delivery where approposal. This can only
be seen as an advantage and will encourage further development within this strategic site.
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—— e
We support the Government’s approach to Garden Villge concepts and the principles of creating a hgh qualtty development at Balrgg. However, in light of the position n respect of housing deliver, we consider it essentialthat
the Garden Village status does not delay development which could otherwise come forward. The Garden village must ensure that delivery rates are not further diminished. From a delivery perspective there are no reasons to stop
us/1 the Bailrigg Lane area coming forward as part of the early phases of the Garden Vilage
us/2 We would wish for the the key tes and short term w0 d tested as part o the Local lan process. Subsequent detail can
029/03/SG1/LC/USL-4 [Adam K Savills on behalf of the Bairigg Farmiand Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sao1 /A Lc Ve
/03/SGINC am Key 2vils on behalfof the Baligg Farmand Trustees rateglc Policies & Land Allocations apter / us/3 s andowners, we are being asked to either support or object to the Garden no detail involved, what the key are, what are the trigger points, rates of delivery and_|be worked up through the DPD process, but not the fundamental principles which go to the heart of the Garden Village e
us/a burdens. The Councifs approach of pushing all o the detailinto a DPD is not sufficient o this Local Plan process. The detailof the Garden Village goes to the heart of deliverability and therefore to is soundness. The
DPD process i not aways subject to independent examination and therefore s an insufficient mechanism to deliver these proposals.
[Further detailon this matteris contained in the fullresponse.]
From a parish p that the Garden tothe housing needs of is should be distinct, sustainable and properly separated from the southern edge of
Lancaster, Galgate and the University. Without such separation it would become an urban extension and not be a Garden Village. v and Bairigg Hamlet need to be
separated
We have reviewed the evidence presented and by the lack of plan for Lancaster South. Our understanding is that the Local Plan should be comprehensive and supported by
id th that ths ke I hasltte evidence to support t. The Lancaster South AAP has not been published and for th lone, that part ofthe Plan must b d
us/2 I A E A S S i 2 BT E IR AT ST S O T e T BTN ST It clear that the proposed transport infrastructure will not have the capacity to support the 3500 new houses proposed for Lancaster South without traffic jams on the city's south .
033/02/C12/1C/US2-3 Diane Coward Scotforth Parish Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sco1 /A Lc Yes
us/3 [The number of dwelings should be reduced to 2000 i the Plan and further assessments made in light of experience with increased traffc flows from that number of dwellings before any increase in the number s proposed.
Unfortunately there is o evidence to demonstrate that proposals dentified will solve fssues in South Lancaster, this s accepted in paragraph 8.1.21 of Part A of the Transport Assessment.
Consequently we see a fundamental problem wiht the Plan which s built on schemes over which the City Council funding There s evidence to support
these aspects of the Plan and, as aresult, it must be concluded that it cannot be provided that the transportsystem will be able to support the growth on the scale proposed.
Regarding the Bus Rapid T between South L city but this does not address fundamental problems in the city centre. It is not clear that this can be
physically acheived n viabilty terms and consequently a further reason why the plan is unsound i is current form. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Pee strongly support the identification of the Whinney Carr site and the wider Garden Village area. The Garden Village represents the best opportunty to deliver a step-change in housing delivery for Lancaster. The Garden Villge
is well placed to deliver Lancaster's growth ambiions, ntegrate with the University, provide a sustainable mixed use community and economic development. There has been a sgnificant step change in the delivery mechanisms for
the Garden Village, with the intention to develop an Area Action Plan DPD. However, the mechanism proposed is not necessary and appropriate and, in our view, may lead to delays or a ack of flexibiiy. Peel questions the use of
the AAP s th th, t d and th flexibiity within the allocations for slippage, therefore the quickest routes to del tbe found. Th  production of an AAP s defined b
tory procedurc which il trococe el e cureenthy worded, plin SG1 orevents e coleny of tre Corden Vg m svene of the ARP WhLCH et et vestice sl ant oy T e Councire ity t resctauicly |52 Practca aternative an 1o assst with robustess and feibilty, Pl suggest the use o Supplementary Planning Document 5PD) to provide thespatial development framework and expand on detailed strategc poliy.
163/15/5G1/LC/US3 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sGo1 N/A Lc us/3 VP i . PolleySo1 P M & v v @Y Patternatively, the Council could consider the use of a SPD as an interim flexible tool or measure whilst the AAP i being prepared. This has been used by other authorities such as Knowsley. This approach would enable rapid Yes
and effectively to opportunities that may arise in the short term. Peel remain of the view that there are opportunities, particularly to the north of the ste for inital phases of development to come forward sooner than currently .
and flexible delivery of the Garden Villge, keeping the Councifs delivery options open.
envisaged by the Plan. Peel disagrees with the premise that any early development I I and proposes development that does not rigger strategic highway improvement should be permitted
ahead of / in tandem with the preparation of a Spatial Development Framework. Peel support the broad scale of the proposed uses for the Garden Village. However, elements of policy are questioned which include the need for
employment uses, the positioning of the local centre, the requirements for education and proposed sources of funding, the role of distict heating and masterplanning and application requirements. [Further detal provided n the
representors full response.]
Peel have prepared a technical note which reviews the transport evidence prepared by the Council. Whilst agreeing with the general approach to undertaking the assessment in the absence of astrategic transport model and
notwithstanding the positive conclusions reported in the WYG work there are a number of observations made over the approach taken (these are set out in more detailed within the representors full response).
us/1 h f these observat that the WYGs report he predicted impast of the Local Pk Is on th d therefore potential it potential
163/33/561/LC/Us184 Elinor George Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 sGo1 N/A Lc US;A e e S G GC e C AL L O e AU e tpotent That land at Whinney Carr, South Lancaster is capable of early delivery within the plan and that it should be given its own site -specific allocation within the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Yes
Evidence prepared on behalf of Peel n this matter shows that with the short term highway fied by WYG (with th f Pointer could come forward in South Lancaster
without resulting i severe' harm to the highway network. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The Council have not completed a viablity appraisal for the broad area of growth, Peel notes this s to as partof th tion Plan DDP. In Peel I appraisal
s/t [demonstrate that the Whinney Carr siteis capable of delivering residential development whilst facilating the delvery of required associated infrastructure.
163/34/561/LC/US183 Elinor George Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A Lc e No suggested amendments made. Yes
Turley Development Viability have prepared a citique of the LSH work and have a number of concerns over the assumptions used. Each of these issues are likely to have an unecessarily adverse effect on the viabilty of stes. This
wilresult in the under delivery of affordable housing and other planning obligations subsequently perpetuating the unmet need of housing in Lancaster.[Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Our clent: alandscape appraisal provides detailed t City Councll's base. This has been appended to the full esponse from the representor. The appraisal concludes that|
there are no overriding landscape constraints which present an obstacle to the area. Italso site at Whinney Carr and land to the west of the West Coast Mainline s a
163/35/561/1¢/s Elinor George Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 o1 /A Lc s That land at Whinney Carr, South Lancaster i capable of early delivery within the plan and that it should be given its own site -specific allocation within the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Yes
SEEFNEG & Y e g o i sustainable and acheivable location to be d o it s capable of del whilstretaining and mitigating harm to the visual receptors. A further 100 st i L L c s E
units could be delivered on the CEP and.
The SFRAidentifies that the Whinney Care ste s in Flood Zone 1.and is therefore at a low risk of flooding. There i an area to the NW of is at medium high risk h v
163/36/S61/1¢/s Elinor George Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 seo1 /A Lc s No suggested amendments made. Yes
SRR & Y e g o i this area would seek to use this location as part of hte Sustainable Drainage System (SuDS). As such there are no flooding issues to prevent development. £
Us/1
163/37/561/Us183 Elinor George e Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 scot /A Lc Us/ s [The ecological anpraisal confirms that the majority of the Whinney Carr improved s Iy (SO T Yes
us/1 Peel asserts that the 2018 SHELAA should conclude that the land at Whinney Carr as deliverable. Th for early del the Whinney Carr ste either with or alongside th tion of a Garden Village SPD should b
163/38/561/Us183 Elinor George Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A 1c 4 ee asserts that the should conclude that the land at Whinney Catr as defverable. The scope for early delivery on the Whinney Carr ste either with or alongside the preparation of a Garden Villge SPO shouldbe ko gyiei aa should be added to address the inconsistencies identified.
us/3 explored further and contribute towards the short-term housing needs of the ditrict. [Further detail provided in the representors ull response.]
s/t [Whilst we do not object to the principle of Policy SG1, my clients consider that the boundaries of the emerging broad area of growth should be revised to better represent the current context. Specificaly, Condergarth Farm s
078/02/561/LC/US1-2 Peter shannon WYG on behalf of Drinkwater Mushrooms Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A 1c o2 shown directly adjacent to the boundary. This makes no sense and for a number of reasons and earlieriterations showed a proportion of this ite within the boundary. By including this land within the broad area of growth it will |itis considered that the boundary of the ‘Broad Area of Growth should be revised to include the whole area of Condergarth Farm. Yes
help better faciitate for a disused brownfield ste and can ensure the ste i developed in according to the policies and design principles set outin Policy SG1. [Further detail provided i the representors fullresponse.]
[Whilst the University are supportive of the allocation of Bailrgg Garden Village, itis important that the Plan safeguards, d reflect the f Lancaster University as a sensitive campus ecosystem
and key economic asset
The University h t d land at Forrest Hill and has land holdings on both sides of the M6. This land, together with th d Health Innovation Campus form integral ts for th
© University has recentl acquired and at Forrest Hils and has land holdings on both sides of the M Thi land, together with the main campus and emerging Health Innovation Camus form integral components for the It requested tha the Local Plan Policies Map is amended to identify the University's existing and future b hat is within the . This includes the Bairigg Campus, Lancaster
Universit's future growth strategy. It s essentialto the University that the future growth of its campus is spatially reflected in the Plan support support future econornic growth, safeguard areas of the Garden Village that are under
s/t e Uroveretys ool enaure oot the Umveretys exooneion plome e e e bt S to e oo Vil e P ot o the Uvorce v b vt = g of s | Unverity Health innovation Campus and Forest ils Conference Centre & associated and. A plan s provided by the representor o dentiy these areas which s included withinthe ful esponse.
148/08/5G1/LC/US183 on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5601 N/A 1c . g Yes
us/3 that would make a positve contribution to the area and deliver infrastructure imprpvements )
To support the recognition of the University's wider campus, Policy SG1 should be amended to reflect the aspiations of the University in relation to ts campus extension, the mix of uses proposed and the aspirations of the
University t terplan forits fut th. Detail wordi dments to Policy SG1 ted by th tor in their full
The Garden Village has the potentialto impact on the University through new residents, aditional vehicle movements, a new local centre and increased social development. Whilst the University s supportive of thisvision, any |71tV 10 Prepare @ masterplan for s future growth. Detailwording amendments to Pollcy SG1 are suggested by the representor in theirfullresponse
development within the surrounding area must be balanced and sensitively considered against the existing campus. Therefore the phasing and delivery of the Garden Village must ensure no detrimentalimpacts on the current /
future operation of the A6 and a high quality of built environment. Furthermore, the future development of the University estate is something that the University will ek to pursue outside of the proposed Garden Village DPD
Eiven the polices relative infancy. [Further detal provided i the representors full response.]
| about the process. | was under the impression that the consultation had ended in April 2018. t was surprising then to be consuted again in October 2018 only to
s/t : from the Planning Inspector support this. | note that ? ‘the evidence what s n the plan and shape its development,
601 e/ vz rather than been collected /. The La contravenes thi t unsound.
094/02/C12/NLC18285/US1-4 Helen Wilkinson N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NC/2 = No suggested amendments made. No
5603 Ne/s & The way in which the information has been provided contravenes this guidance as providing 2000 pieces of evidence when the consultation was not complete i not acceptable for local communities, many people did not receive
the emailnotifications that taking place. There events. Again it appears that Lancaster has not followed due process, which provides it thelr abily to
the plan on The data s til d and o for the Garden . [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
oot Us/1
us/2 The DPD lative and flawed, d to be addressed about whether th ired is feasible. New development willcreats tion on the AG between Galgate and Lancaster. Does Lancaster actual)
015/01/C12/1c/Us1-4 rackie pye Not Applicable Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A [ / € Do specatve ane lawe oo wnether the reduired s feasibe. Mew development il create congestion on the A6 between Galgate and Lancaster. Does Lancaster actuall Ino suggested amendments. No
s us/3 need this amount of new homes? The property market is stagnant with property being sold at vastly reduced prices. There is no evidence of future econormic growth in the district.
us/a
ot us/1 We are concerned that the Local Plan does not have  viable strategy for South Lancaster and there is  lack of ambition and vision for the contribution that garden villages and well panned infrastructure can deliver and also a lack
us/2 f value placed on existing rural ties,like Bailigg Village. Not only does the published transport tevid tsupport the scale of growth d by Policy SG1 but also the di ting lack of th
194/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Roberta Kerr Bailigg Vilage Residents Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc Z AL S T ] G ) DT B G o e e T e L e D0 (L el L e L DG Il [Amendments proposed to policies SG1, 5G2 and SG3, these amendments are set outin the representors ful response.
s us/3 associated Area Action Plan would provide evidence for whatis probably the key strategi means that is unsound and not p prepared. [Further in ful
us/a response.]
5601 us/
us/2 Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes have provided full in relation 1 Vilage. Due the scale and detail of the representation received these have not been i n
106/01/561/Lc/Us1-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc US;} oo ol oy behalfof storey Homes have provided fu elation to Bailrgg Vilage: Due the scale and detal of the representation recefved these have not been summarised and can be g8 gand amendments are p in the rep full response. Yes
603 us/a
Objection raised to the identified of Bailigg Garden Village, the representation is supported by a substantial response which sets out n detail the reasoning behind this view, key issues include
The Location of River, Becks and flooding which willexacerbate flooding isues within the local area.
igh road infrastructure costs which affect development viabilty and create funding uncertainties. It is ot clear that the have been adeq , that it and can be delivered,
s/t how it will be funded and to why residents have not been updated on this mater.
601 Traffic and ~the o number of new residents and assaciated trps on the local oad network, The lack of essential transport analysis on the impact on the local road network
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancast U us/2 Provision of specific information and costi for the initil period) to enable Lancaster citizens t . the impact of the Garden Village. Th I should b 4 from the Local Plan untilsuch
055103/ CLAC/USLA srofessorStephen Constantne izens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary Strategi Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 12 e A L % means that adoption of the pan which ncldes the Garden Vlage i premature, rovision of specific information and costings (even for the initia period) to enable Lancaster citizens to properly assess the impact of the Garden Village. The proposal should be removed from the Local Plan untilsuch a ves
us/3 time as information is publicly available to demonsrate that it is viable, deliverable, sustainable and affordable.
603 us/a [Air Quality - ncreasing traffic on local road network will have significant impacts on localair quality which have not been assessed and measures The volume of traffc that the Garden Vilage will generate will put ives n danger as
the levels of ar pollution continue to soar.
Health Services and Education - new development willplace greater demands on these services.
Garden Vilage Boundaries - The removal of areas of separation within the Publication Version of the plan (removing those which were dentified in the Draft Local Plan)is unacceptable. The Garden Village boundaries have
expanded since the Draft Plan stage which is not acceptable. The lack of areas of separation is contrary to national planning policy which expects Garden Villages to be self contained, including the establishment of appropriate
‘Green Belt around or adjoining new development’. This has not been acheived with Bairgg Garden Village. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary oo us/1 an consultation process that has been extremely diffuicult for members o the public to engage with. Our detailed response provides a timeline of this consultaton process
055/04/C12/NLCS/US1&S Professor Stephen Constanti y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/5 hat has been e o L " e fledr rovides atimelin St N ted amendments mad Ve
LRI L Development atceic Polices & fand Allocations e Z g us/s We observe from Government guidance that evidence needs to inform what i in the plan and shape being collected [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] D= I AIS0EED ©
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Wit regard to the Supporting Inclusive Economic Growth Report, the findings o this report contradict the findings laid out n the Plan and reinforces CLOUD's original objections that the Plan s not sound and not postivly
prepared.
scot The report provides none of th evidence to justify the job projections with respectto South Lancaster including the Innovation Campus or the Canal Corridor and omits to mention the Agri-Business Centre. The Hall Atken Report
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancasts tu us/1 s tion of the claimed 2,000 new job: ted with u bsat the . hasises the SME asssts that willbe associated with s
055/05/C12/LC/Us182 Professor Stephen Constantine SIS S R AT Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc / o 2 000 e 10 SSsoc et CIED obes 3 R e EreTs Yes
Development o us/2 developement. Crtically the majority of these willnot relate: ,butto d supportto existing SMES and as such unlkely tolead o these companies chosing t local on campus. There
is no mention of the Universitys growth aspirations which were mentioned in the Plan, presumably because they are nothing more than aspirations in an era of deep uncertainty in higher education
The evidence in this brief report confirms our view that the Plan is unsound. The evidence on job growth has not been positively preparted and the additional evidence confiicts with statements on the Plan relating o the impact
on Lancaster employment from the Innovation Campus. This n turn has implications for the soundness of the funding bid for HIF. provided n the repr
With regard to the Housing Land Monitoring Report and 5 year land supply position. Our view remains thatthe Plan signifcantly overstates Lancaster's Housing Need and i therefore not jusifed, not consistent with national policy
and not effective. Our original objections to this matter remain.
seo1 us/1 €LOUD have commissioned and received an independent analyss of the demographic trends behind the forecasts of Lancaster housing needs. CLOUD wishes to have him speak on these issues at the Examination Hearings
CLOUD - itzens of Lancaster Agalnst Unnecessary us/2
055/06/C12/LC/US1-4 Professor Stephen Constant Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc N ted amendments made. Ye
/06/C12/LC/ AT ST S Development RIS A AL T e Z us/3 In the 5 year housing land supply position, the loca housing need i assessed asjust 131 houses per annum, as calculated using the currently approved methodology. We understand this methodology may be subject toreview and | SV88ested amendments made e
us/a revision, but it must remain of great significance given the difference between it and the target of 522 n the Plan. It cannot be appropriate to over allocate housing land to this degree.
A5 result we confirm our view that the housing need satistics are not ustified and would add that they are not positively prepared. We would also refer back to our concerns over jobs, especially n South Lancaster. [Further
detal provided i the representors full response.]
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Against U 6ot 2 With regard to the Flood Risk t, th detalled 95sites and th We note that the Garden Vil fth fected by flooding in Noverb
055/07/C12/LC/US2-4 Professor Stephen Constantine v Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e us/3 Y E i Y E No suggested amendments made. Yes
Development 2017 are covered by this report. Therefore our abiections to the Local Plan i this regard remain
603 usia
Wit regard to the Infrastructure Delivery Schedule in our April 2018 response to the Local Plan we commented on the exceptionaly high road infrastructure costs associated with the Garden Village. The schedule provides some
scot informaiton in terms of costs and adjustments to junctions however it uses the lower end of the estimate range, our concern over low estimates remains unchanged
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary us/2
055/08/C12/LC/US283 Professor Stephen Constantine Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc No suggested amendments made. Yes
RS & Development 2 b o U us/3 It should be highlighted that there is a high dependency on securing HIF monies to deliver ifrastrutcture, Lancaster is one of 44 bids for this fund have made g0t 50% of LPAS which | ° /58
have the least affordable houses compared to wages. Lancaster is not n such a position. There are also questions over the level of jobs used inrelaiton to this bid and the discrepantcies between those quoted in the Local Plan.
I provided in full
us/1
1 e e sG01 us/2 With regard to the Viabity Assessment, the by f iabilty given the level fo developer contributions. We note the vibilty assessment reports were ot completed until fter the
055/09/C12/LC/US1-4 Professor Stephen Constantine e Y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc s publication of the Plan. The NPPF requires careful attention to viabilty and costs int plan-making and therefore we query how the Local Pan can be described as sound when it was prepared before the viabilty report was No suggested amendments made. Yes
& 5603 us/a available. In conclusions this rpeort does not aiter our objections of the Plan. [Further in full response]
s A — sG01 us/1 With regard to the Transport Assessment (tage 1.and 2), the report acknowlediges s imitations in the absence of an p-to-date strategic ransport model, These constraints mean that the report fil to address the traffic and
055/10/C12/LC/US1-3 Professor Stephen Constantine e Y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc us/2 transport issues on which our original objections were raised. The parts of the Local Plan which we consider to lack soundness and our reasoning behind this within our detailed respnse. Our objections to the Local [No suggested amendments made. Yes
& 5603 us/3 Plan stil stand in relaion to this mater and are not addressed by these assessments. [Further detail provided n the representors ful response.]
I — sG01 us/1 With regard to the Air Quality Position Statement, this describes the air qualty regul d then assesses the local air qualit in Lancaster. However, this statement does not constitute a full ir quality assessment and
055/11/C12/LC/Us18384 Professor Stephen Constantine e Y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc us/3 this is what is needed to justfy the developments proposed i he Local Plan. None of the improvements seen in airquality are a resultof the Councif's own air quality action plan. Our previous views on this matter remain No suggested amendments made. Yes
i 5603 us/a unchanged.
CLOUD - Ciizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessar seot
055/12/C12/1C/5 Professor Stephen Constantine o Y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc s With regard to the Open Space Study and Playing Pitch Assessment and Action Plan, these studies does not impact on the soundness isues raised by CLOUD in respect of the Plan. No suggested amendments made. Yes
603
CLOUD - Ciizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessan seot
055/13/C12/LC/5 Professor Stephen Constantine o Y Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc s With regard to the Landscape, Townscapte and Visual Field Summary Report, this is a comprehensive and detailed report, however it does not affect our objections to the soundness of the Plan. No suggested amendments made. Yes
603
CLOUD - Citizens of Lancaster Against U 6ot With regard to the Key Urban Landscape Review, 2 ites which d appear to fall within th Gard tis not this might be for the development of the Gard:
Citizens of Lancaster Against Unnecessary th regard to the Key Urban Landscape Review, 2 sites which are assessed appear to fal within the arden Villag itis ot is might be for the development of the Garden
055/14/C12/\C/S Professor Stephen Constantine Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc s e Yes
e & Development 2 b o U Vilage. Also the Key Urban Land a5 bufer sites, we not been created to sep: tesfrom the existing housing in South Lancaster
us/1
- sG01 us/2 With regard to the dentified Sites - Landscape and Visual assessments, this report provides a hgh number of in the district, ¢ Balige Vilage. The report
055/15/C12/LC/US1-4 Professor Stephen Constantine arp N b/ Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e h s dated 2018 but only published in January 2019 which gives rise to 2 objections, firstly the report should have been issued by the Council when it was received in July 2018 and not at such atth dments mad Yes
o 5G03 us/a Publication Version of the Local Plan has not addressed the cost and capacity issues raised by this report in respect of the Garden Village, this reinforces our original objections to the soundness of the Local Plan.
sGo1 s/
us/2 The additonal evidence has been disjointed and extremely diffcut to it nto plans of Bailrigg Garden Village. M) il d leads me to believe that th herent workabl
079/02/C12/1C/US1-4 Sara Bundy Ditto Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc X e adcitonal evidence s been dijointed and extremely dificult o fk nto plans of Baligg Garden Vikage. My, still remain an feads me to believe that there is a coherent workable [y, ¢ cteq amendment made. No
e us/3 plan to incorporate this vast number of homes into Lancaster without signifcant taffi, flooding and unemployment. | do not consider the plan and aditional nformaiton sound on the grounds | stated in my previous submissions.
us/a
The identied strategic growth areas in Lancaster are al located nearto the Strategic Road Network (SRN). There remains alack of robust evidence demonstrating that any reduction in capacityfor rips through and within the city
centre will not ead to local trips being displaced onto the M6 or for the extent to which reasonable alternatives to the private car will address these ssues on the local network.
oot st The transport evidence base should clearly show how the assumptions used to account of any rapid transt public transport system n relation to the size of development being proposed. As et HE are not aware of any robust | HE would welcome further engagement with the Council i relaiton to the reconfiguration of Junction 33 of the M and the impact of akoy ategy as set outin paragraph 1237
oINS arren Hiton ghways England Srateic Polcies & Land Allocatons 07D Chapter 12 e A e v evidence in place to demonstrate what impact adefined publi ransport based solution would have in reducing private vehicle usage. It i not yet known what form or design proposed housing developments il take or indeed
e v the effect they may have on public transportor the use of private car. HE recognises that some access will b required to the SRN in thislocation, however planned growth cannot simly be reliant on the availabilty of capacity on  [it willbe vitalthat the Lancaster Gty Centre Movement Strategy takes account of transport evidence arising out of the Plan (and is ot developed in is aligned with supports
the SRN for future access and travel needs, development and includes appropriate mitigation measures to ensure the SRN is not adversely impacted by its mplementation.
There also need to be a better understanding of the restriction of HGV movements through the city centre and using this as to divert other p in future,as simp g traffc onto the SRN to
address local road network capacity and air qualityissues is not acceptabl. [Further detil provided in the representors ful response.]
A5  designated Garden Village and part ofthe Governments'ocallyled Garden Vilage iniiatve, Homes England support the principle of Polcy SG1as this will start to provide the planning framework for the development of
Bairigg Garden Vil
ailige Garden Vilage Clarify the plan period as up to 2034
sGo1 Provide consistent referencing to Bailrigg Garden Village Area Action Plan DPD.
Itis acknowledged that th d Policy SG1 broad area of growth, albeit with a defined hical boundary and that accordingly much of the details deferred for afuture Area Action Plan DPD. Homes England
105/04/SGIAC/US3 Nicola Elsworth Homes England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A L us/3 is acknowledged that the proposed Policy SG1 comrises a broad area of growth, albeit with a defined geographical boundary and that accordingly much of the detalis deferred for a future Area Action Plan DPD. Homes England |15y, 4yt both adjacent ‘local communities' and those across the city area willbe engaged in the planning and development of the Garden Villge. No
wishes to advocate the importance of expediting the production of the Area Action Plan DPD alongside the Local Plan in order to ensure that a robust planning framework s established as soon as possible. Homes England also
5603 Wording of Polcy SG1 to be more explict about the future development strategy for Bailigg, in particular outlining key spatial decisions (.. phasing, and use locations, blue and green infrastructure) and what
wishes to advocate the importance of joint working on this mater.
masterplanning stages will be expected.
Homes England provides the detailed p g for SG1 which i set outin more detailvia the representorsfulresponse.
Does Lancaster need 12,000 new homes, is the population increase realisic? How much of the housing in this area will actually be affordable - the requirement for housing is not disputed, what is questioned s the Council o insst
sGo1 us/1 on it and deliver this given the private led nature of housing development. No figures are provided over the level o affordable housing will be delivered. The scale of development leads to the question of whether it i financially
Bairigg Garden Villae should b d entirely from the Local Plan unti such a time as the informaiton is publicly avaiable to demonstrate it i viable, deliverable and affordable. It ture for the publi to be asked
040/01/C12/1C/US13 [Atan Whitaker /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 N/A Lc us/2 deliverable. There i aso a lack of detail on infrastructure costs and how new inrastructure willbe delivere. There is alack o information on where job growth will be acheived -there i an unevidenced assumption that the o e Snoula be removed entiely from the Locs Plan un such a ime asthe nformalton s publcly avalabl to demonsirate 15 viable defverable and affordbl.fis remature fo the publcto b aske No
603 us/3 university will deliver job growth. Without job growth the Garden Village will become relfant on commuting. It s not cear whether plans have b wiht major ders such as power, d
water. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
us/1
5601 us/2 The concept of il fail to meet Garden Villges i that it s not a free standing settlement. The Council hasfaled to land
014/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Andrew & Kathleen Fox /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A L v development needs. The economic growth potentia of the districts does notp 3 Garden Village. The scheme relies heavlly on the delivery of new dment No
sG03 v would require significant public subsidy, new development should be channelled towards the Bay Gateway. The new Garden Village lcks innovation. [Further matters of detal are provided within the ful representation.]
B o
71/01/C12/10/US2-3 Anne Windsor /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A L v Objection to the Bairigg Garden Villsge n relation to the impact on the loca road network, in particular the AS,we are yet to be convinced over the visualseparation of new development from existing dments made. No
G0
o1 How willthe additionaltrafic from the building of the Garden Village and subsequent residents be handled? There has been no thorough consideration of traffic management, a bypass, public transport etc. There are alead
013/01/C12/1C/US8 [Ann-Marie Brown N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc us/a g & a ¢ gement, 3 bypass, p P V' INo suggested amendments. No
e taffic ssues aising from building of the new Health Campus and University traffc in general. There is no detail on the funding of Junction 33 improvements.
The greatly increase number of road movements generated from the Garden Vilage would create harmfullevelsof ai pollution across the exsting and proposed residentialaread. The level of future traffic would add significant
burden tolocalroad netuwork, the plan does not provide an viable proposal for relief infrastructure which will address this matter
sGo1 s/ The p tly drafted demonsrat ful area of seapration between the southern end of Lancaster and the Garden Village,th I would effectvely create urb Ito the South of Lancast
e plan, a5 currently drafted demonstrates no meaningful area of seapration between the southern end of Lancaster and the Garden Village, the proposal would effectively create urban spraw to the South of Lancaster.
Lo/ othony Blendal a Senegic Polces & Land Alocaions DPD Chapter 12 o VA o us/2 ? v G P ee, the prop v P Defer the inclusion of Balrigg Garden Village inthe plan, or a reduction n it scae until  viable non-polluting additonal transport method can be designed and provided a calculation of affordable hosing i provided and a o
us/3 mor flood rsk assessment is prepared. Reduce the extent of the Garden Villsge proposal by creating meaningful areas of separation. The level of housing pr ould be scaled down
sG03 e the homes s and does not reflect the localaffordabilty o properties. There has been the level of 8 which i required wintin the Garden Vilge, | "€ /P 10 42t flood isk assessments prepared. Reduce the extent of the Garden Vilage proposa by creating meaningful areas of separation. The evel of housing projected should be scaled dow
the costs of overal (which be impact on the levelsof affordable housing which can be delivered.
There should be a most up-to-date assessment of flood risk which takes account of recent flooding events which took place inlate 2017. [Further detil provided inthe representors fulresponse.]
In the case of Bailrigg Garden Village, there is no evidence in the Plan to how infrastructure willbe funded, actual infrastructure providers are not identified nor any indication that funds have been secured. Despite this the Plan
sGo1 us/1 does not contain any of the contigency arrangements that the DCLG callfor in their ‘Planning Practice Guidance and the Planning System’ document published in May 2016 (paragraph 001). \Withdraw Bailrgg Garden Vilage until such a time as the sources of nfrastructure funding have been firmiy identified
093/03/C12/LC/US184 [Anthony Breakel /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 N/A Lc e Yes
603 The proposed nfrastructure impacts on Network Rail and Highways England. There s no indication that either of these bodies have been consulted regarding costs,feasibilty or other impacts of these developments. This casts | Invite both Highways England and Network Railto the Public Examination sessions to provide confirmation that they are content with the Garden Villge infrastructure.
doubt on the soundness of the plan.
oot s/t Development of an additional 12,000 new homes, 3,500 of which at Bairigg Garden Village, will esultin  huge ncrease i the population of Lancasterr. There i no firm evidence that there are job prospects i the area for this
huge population ncrease. This will result in greater levels of commuting Baiigg Garden be m the Local Plan is available to prove that t s deliverable, affordable and viable
o75/01/C12/1C/US13 Anthony Newt /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A L us/2 N
for/cian/ oy Newton / ategic Polces & Land Alocations apter o / v The funding required for the Garden Villae is not et secured and infrastructure costsare very high. There is no evidence or nformation on proposed areas of separation. There have been signifcant recent flood events in Galgate |Firm propoosals and funding for Junction 33 modifcation and Environment Agency proposal to prevent flooding shold be i place prior o the Bailrigg Garden Village being included i the Local Plan °
and new development willexacerbate the impacts of flooding
(3R
s6o1 v Does Lancaster need 12,000 new homes, s the population ncrease realstc? How would local hospitals and GPs cope? Have plans been co- providers ncluding power, and drainage and
038/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Beverley Whitaker /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A Lc v ihe crossing of the West Coast Mainines Willthere b  real rea of separatin around the Garden Vilage? Ther o provsion nthe LoclPlan to adress loo s sues. Th necessaryfunding forti projecthas ot been | Saliigg Garden Vilage should be remved from the Local Plan uni the nformaton is available o show tha s iabe,delverable and afordable. s prematurefor the public o be ased o comment on th document. No
603 secured
usia
soor ot Objection to the Garden Vilage proposal. The based on unre about The area of separation being proposed i non-existant, new development il exacerbate existing
153/01/C121C/USL3 Caltum Furner a Srategic Policies & Land Albocations DPD Chapter 12 e VA o v flood riskssues in the localt, the Council do not appear to have made an impact assessment of how additional car journeys wil affect ocal congestion and sir pollutio. It s not clear how the Cycling and Walking Superhighway wil |1 believe that the Garden Villge should be removed from the Plan until such a time as information is publically available to demonstrate that it i viable, delverable and affordbale. The consultation on this proposals ves
o v be delivered. Has an impact assessment been made into h rr affect Ou Beck? The of unction 33 s not ditis not be delivered or funded. There is a clearf the lack of nformati
in the delivery of nfrastructure. There is no nformation on how new school paces will be created and does not specify how future health requirements willbe met, [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
ot Concern raised over the development o Balirigg Garden Village, whilst the Bay Gateway has eased traffc north of the River Lune, it has done nothing to ease trffic tothe south and along Scotforth Road (A). The Pointer
5601 v and Galgate and very congested and o these issues. Just recently we have witnessed the worst flooding in recent history which will be made worse through new development.
120/01/C12/AC/USL4 Carl Machulec /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A L v Bairigg Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan until it s posiively delivrable, viable and affordable and all questions of doubt answered. No
5603 v Lancaster has never seen so much housing buit, do we reall need 12,000 more homes? I t reaisic to expect significant levels of population increase? s there sufficent capacity in local health and education places and how will

improvements be funded? Given the high infrastucture costs is development viable?
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121/01/C12/1C/US1-4 Carol Elaine Holis /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A Lc v haust fum 1amalso the impacts on in terms of capacity in schools, buses, sewerage and health care and how improvements i these will be funded. There has been significant - |Bailrgg Garden Village should be removed from any Local Plan because it i not affordable and not viable. No
e e i
5603 vea fiooding i the local area. of village
| consider the proposed plan for the Garden Vilage don the isno 10 supportthat it s realstc, deliverable and affordable. This part of the plan should be removed until local residents.
can be provided with that there s for such a large development. As currently drafted, Policy SG1 has a great many aspirations and very little concrete information on how the key principles will
be delivered. It s therefore premature to be asking for comments given ths lack of information
ssot The delivery of new housing and projected populat this not realistic and cannot by the , health and local services. There is no evidence how these infrastructure shortages will be addressed
us/2 r funded. Th wih the draft Local Plan in 2017 with th  separation removed. There has b xplanation given as to th t in the
089/01/C12/NLC2/US2-3 Christine Lea N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A NLC/2 A O funded. The ofero on the draft Local Plan in 2017 with the areas of separation removed. There has been no explanation given as o the apparentincrease inthe. |y, o, gpocted amendments made. No
b us/3 Garden Village which begins to resemble the size of a small town which will subsume Galgate i large urban spraul
There is an expectation that the Health Innovation Campus will provide in the region of 2,000 jobs is more of an aspiration that a realistic projection. There intending to locate onto the Campus. The
most recent Turley report does not indicate any massive increase in employment so where will the people fving n the Garden Village goin to be employed?
The Local Plan does not address whether the necessary tests relating to flood risk (for example Sequential Test) have been carried out, and f so What flood risk h
relation to the Health Innovation Campus and what were the results? [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Pleased to see that the Local lan takes into account the need for a sustainable future. However | am concerned over the levels of congestion which would be generated from new development, particularly at peak times. Whilst t s
sao1 ot thathe Counci ropose new bus andcycle outes have theyasessed howmanyextra ca oureyswilb generaed s el o the Garden Viage?Thre s been sgnficant floding n theloclty ecertly hichhas
042/01/€12/SG1/LC/US3 Claire Rogerson /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A L us/3 -off from non-pe faces, this area will make this issue worse. Whilst water will these be sufficient and safe to local dments mad No
603 people? Many of the and itis not & will be available or be sufficient to meet itis not clear in the Garden Village|
willbe employed and within the area
seo1 us/1
Objection to the Villg do Vilage, there is considerable doubt in the accuracy of the opportunities for employment growth. Given the time and money spent on new road
170/01/C12/LC/US1828&4 Cliff Windsor N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e us/2 ) & v PP ployment g Y 3PS No suggestment amendments made. No
fratrocture to the north of the iy new growth shouldbe trgetted nthisocaion. The evels o gowth propesalwould sgnficantly affct i characte o Galgate e own Fight
603 us/a
Having listened to the concerns of many residents in my ward and across the district the key area of concern i the proposed Bailigg Garden Village. Whilst | am not against the concept of a Garden Village and do appreciate the
need for new housing in the district, the proposals are not sound for the following reasons:
seo1 us/1
The Garden Village will not be a Garden Vilage, it wll merely be an urban extension of Lancaster. Regardless of design there is no element o village to this
141/01/C12/5G1/LC/USL-3 Cilr Abi Mills N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A L us/2 e rmber of e i e Aot & Bosed o dubiows dota it oo © e | would Garden be Local Plan until such a time as information is publically available itis not only . but also necessary. No
s e e number of houses needed in the district s based on dubious data and over estimates nee
g | have grave concerns over how new sprawl will afect various aspect of life in my ward include the extra car journeys generated and the associated congestion.
| believe that the Garden Village is tothe high costs.
There is no evidence to how new education and healthcare will be funded which will be necessary to serve the extra residents in this area.
Itis unclear as to whether there will be a real area of separation around the Garden Vilage, the proposal map does not seek to indicate any separation. There have been significant flooding issues in Galgate in 2015 and new
development will exacerbate these problems. Has the Council researched how many exira car journeys waill be created from the Garden Village? Congestion and ar pollution i already an issue and the Garden Vilage s likely to
increase these issues. There s ltle information on how a Cycling / Walking Superhighway will be created and delivered. There s ltte detail on what is meant by the reconfiguration of Junction 33. There is a funding bid made but
scor s/t funding is not secured, the s large and ibstantial amount of private sector willbe needed.
[The Garden village proposal should be removed from the plan until further work has been completed to allow it to be fair judged as viable, deliverable and affordable. It is premature to be making comments on the Garden
084/01/C12/5G1/LC/US1-3 David Ford /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c us/2 N
/o1/c1/se1Lc/ auid For / rateic Policies & tand Allocations apter 08 / us;s There is no evidence that Lancaster needs the amount of new homes proposed and population projections are unrealistic. How would the high number of new homes impact on local house prices? Itis not clear how additional | Village proposa given the completion of the detailed DPD will only be finalised in 2020. Given these timescales it s very unclear as to what that public are supposed to be approving. o
school places willbe funded and there is no reference to improved health aciltes
Where will the of the Garden Vilage be employed? there hat this will e in the local area so wilincrease journeys on the local road network. There s no information as to whether local
providers rage, power and in the plans,
5601 us/1 [What realistic research has been undertaken to suggest Lancaster need so many new houses? Where will the new residents wok? Existing schools and health facilties willnot be able to cope. The AG s already very busy and
067/01/C12/5G1/LC/Us1-3 David Lobley N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c us/2 additional journeys willincrease congestion and air pollution. Flooding has always been a prolem and more dwellings will only make matters worse. Not clear how a Cycling / Walking Superhighway will be created. Alternations to ~[suggest the Bailrigg Garden Vilage be removed from the Local Plan ntil it can be demonstrated that it s viable and affordable. No
5603 us/3 the M6 at Junction 33 are extremely vague and un-costed.
ot s/t The predicted populati to be flawed and unrealistic, There is a lack of infrastructure t rt the Garden Village development in relation to health d education. Development of thi Il involve the
 predicted population increase appears to be flawed and unrealistc. There is a lack of nfrastructure to support the Garden Village development in relation to health care and education. Development of this area wilinvolve the
034/01/C12/1C/US1-3 Debbie Grandjean Foord N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A L us/2 The development of the Garden Vilage should be removed from the Plan unti the areas of concern have been addresses and it can thatitis can be secured No
/oL/ci2/Lc g d & P d 4 destruction of wildife and habitats. It i not clear where the residents of Bailrigg Garden Village going to work. [Further detail s provided within the full response.] P & 8
603 us/3
5601 us/1 [Why submit over 2000 pages of the original plan was submitted back in May 2018. Why was the summary document not made not written in plain english and
034/02/C12/LC/US13 Debbie Grandjean Foord N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc us/2 were difficult to read electronically. Many residents will have been put off by the sheer volume of documentation and the number of rounds of consultation. The evidence provided is wholly inadequate stilland does not address [ No suggested amendments made. No
5603 us/3 concerns over viabilty, traffic, air quality, flooding and flood risk. In conclusion my concerns about the accuracy and soundness of the Local Plan remain unchanged
o The fifth bullt point of the Policy SG1 indicates that the new Garden Village should include distinct areas of separation between the Garden Village and South Lancaster and Galgate. Given the Governments requirement that
003/01/C12/NLCS/Us4 Deborah Murrell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/S us/a P Y & o e & o [The fifth bullet point should be strengthened, replacing the term ‘should” with ‘must’ and the areas of separation should be defined and shown on the Local Plan Policies Map. Yes
pibes Garden Villages are free standing settlements this is not consistent with national planning policy. The need for the proposal to be a ree standing settlement s also not reflected on the Local lan Policies Map.
Does Lancaster really need the proposed 2,000 new homes, this area s one of the most affordable areas to live. The focus needs to be on prosperity and job creation before homes. If this priority i sucessful then homes wil follow.
Projected job growth seems reliant on the unversity, there does not seem to be enough Jobs will be created and ifso they will be for local people.
ot us/1
us/2 The Garden Village will require a massive amount of new infrastructure which questions whether it can be delivered on there s There [ believe that the Garden Village should be removed from the Plan until such a time as information s publically available to demonstrate that it is not only viable and deliverable. It s not clear what we are asking to approve at
144/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Dr Ann Kretzschmar N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e % » » a & P v v '8 to 2pP No
b us/3 and air quality issues on the A6 corridor and there have been no suggestions made to how these problems will be aleviated. p problems unless provided this stage.
us/a
This area s known to historicallflood and the events of November 2017 have exacerbated that problem. The Plan fails to adequately deal with this problem and all new development in South Lancaster should be put on hold until
such a time that the situation is under control. [Further detail provided i the representors full response.]
B NLCT2 Us/2
It s an unsound abomination, l-convinced and a needless and wanton destruction of greenfield stes. It will have a hic effect on Galgate, turn part of this dist
150/01/C12/NLC28483.6/US2-4 Dr David Cox N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/4 us/3 oy Pl € e P [Remove the Garden Village proposal from the Plan. No
s e e jantis whenever the heavens open
oot Us/1
us/2 h biective evidence that th s the Lancast The job forecasts are fundamental) . There is  lack of information s to how flood risk willbe addressed in new developers. T
058/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Dr Dina Lew N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c 4 ere Is o objective evidence that there is 81oWIng housing pressure i the Lancaster area. The job forecasts are fundamentally unsound. There is @ ack of information a5 to how flood risk willbe addressed in new developers. The I tor the pailigg Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan untilsuch a time that properly soound proposals i terms of housing numbers, infrastructure, costs and flood risk have been provided. No
pibes us/3 breathtaking space afforded by the current separation between Galgate and Lancaster is necessary and valuable and should not be lost in favour of risky and expansive development.
us/a
| am concerned that the plan, including the remodelling of Junction 33 of the M§ i being put forward as a means to address the AQMA status of Galgate. Effective AQMAS should work to address air qualiy issues and address e reduced and ealstic gurefor housing demand
<contribution of traffc to climate change, it should seek to reduce traffic movements and not redirect them,
[More social housing.
us/1 Increased use of brownfield sites
5601 vs/2 uiding new road will ot reduce emissions and has a negative impact o local ecology and mental health. The reconfiguration of Junction 33 s likely to worsen the AQWIA issues around Lancaster and isa missed opportunity to ~ [[7eree e 9/ Brownie wais
116/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Or Emily House /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A Lc v move toward: port such walking. Opportunity is missing in creating a new railtation at Lancaster University. oo rons & € No
5603
us/a Banning fossi fuelled vehicles from Lancaster
/ posed by the L to focus on backward looking industries and privae healthand socal care. These types of industres. 37718 0% 1 <€ FEREes fomtaneester
40 not have a lon term future. The whole driving process of the Lancashire Economic Partnership is undemocratic and means the future of the area s being dictatd by short term profit with social and P
ity led cre f environ jobs on co-op principles
[Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
ssor s/t The proposed for new housing and not seem realistic. Where wil all the employment come from and i there is not suffcient employment the Garden Village will merely be a
B o Eria o i Srategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 12 b A o vz commuter suburb. Have travel patterns investigated and the impacts on the local road network assessed? Have the plans been co-ordinated with major infrastructure providers, such as power, sewerage and drainage? Will there | The Garden Village should be removed untilsuch a time that the information is publicly available to demonstrate it s viable and affordable. It s unacceptable that t puts existing homes at greater risk of flooding and offer no o
s s really be an area of separation around the Garden Vilage? There is no provison in the Local Plan to address issues of flood risk. Has the Councilassessed how many extra car journeys will be created from new ndthe |clear and tothe isues posed in this
impacts on congestion and air pollution? How will the Cycling and Walki How will the of Junction 33 be funded and delivered?
sso1 sr2 The estimated demand for housing in the distictis over-stated an i88 Garden Village is not necessary. There has been insuff to the high costs with
Thereis n will be undertaken ber of o belivin Villa reater levels of
023/01/C12/LC/Us2-4 D Gillan Davies /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc us/3 ere s no ¢ undertake ge number o © be ving greater evels Of | sailrigg Garden Village shouid be removed from the Plan untilsuch a ime as information is publicly available to demonstrate that itis viable, deliverable and affordable and that all aspects have been considered. No
oo vea commuting and will be very destructive for th health perspectives. Geuelopmentwil ave 2 Sgnicant negaie mpact 1 the counrysde and he vilage of Galgate. Dovelapment winotbe
- Garden Vilage sy  huge extensan o Lancstr.Concerns o rased i elaton o floo sk and e amount of fourneys made by car
s/t The plan is unsound on a number of counts, there is alack of a 'illage' element to the Garden Vilage, which results in merely urban spraw, the likeinood that employment n Lancaster University willincrease demand for housing in
601 us/2 2 semi-rural areas, the proposal to develop in an o looding which is contrary to demands that planning should be prioritised in areas of ow risk. [Further detail provided in the
104/01/C12/1C/US1-4 D Jo Carruthers /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A Lc s representors fullresponse.] No suggested amendments made. No
5603
us/a
/ Concern raised over the use of online forms within the consultation process and the requirement to consider the soundness of the plan and is overly complicated and members of the public
ot us/1 My objections i relation to the Garden Village proposal remain n relation to the inadequate employment, flood risk, and air quality.
us/2
104/02/C12/LC/US1-4 Dr Jo Carruth N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c N ted amendments made. N
rio Carruthers 4 S A ST D S e g us/3 There has been no evidence offered in the additional evidence that such a large housing development is needed or that there will be sufficient growth in emplyoment in Lancaster to warrant it. The absurd length of the additional ~|\© *188¢sted amendments made. o
us/a evidence feels like an insultto residents who should not be expected to wade through huge swathes of material. | would concur the responses made by CLOUD.
G 01
008108/ IS4 ot John Chippendiale i Srategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 12 b A o us/2 c tated that Garden Vilages shuid be stand alone and ot e urban extensions. Bairigs Garden Vilage isan urban extension and was declred a such by th Gty Counciwhen development i South Lanster[No ojecton toa much reduced scheme with of devel of the health innovation campus. No support for the abliteration of the area in question which has a positive landscape, o
o us/a was first discussed. This was before the Government's Garden Village intiative, pleasant woodland and scattered housing.
| do not believe that the plans are The level of housing which have been proposed is Vi Where are all the to come from? Wh ppen to their
ol home? I new residents come from ather areas where wil they work? Howwillthe existingInfrastructre cope n terms of schoolsand haltheare? | e gt concerns over th transport implicatons of the OPD. I South
Lancaster and City Centre traffic s already a significant concern and huge levels of infrastructure will be required to address this, who will be responsible for funding this - developers, local authorites or the tax payer? The plans
oot us/1 suggest cycling and walking provision but how will this be implemented and maintained? What consideration has been given to public ransport and how would this be funded? How can such a huge amount of money be spent on
us/2 unecessary housing development while other areas of the district are suffering from high levels of proverty? The Garden Villg of the area but | am struggling to see any of those | The Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan until there is it lly and ble, that ts clear g what, where the funding will come from and
115/01/C12/1C/US1-4 Dr Naomi P: N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c N
faomi Parsons & ateic Policies & Land Allocations apter e i us/3 inciles refected n the DFD. 1150 strugge 10 s how th Garden Vilage s nancily viblegven he uge infrastrcture coste. How can we b sre hat afodabe housing wilbe delvered There 3 arge mumber of oty | guarenteestha aach part il be completed s romis with penaltis f any aspec .ot <aried aut o proposed. ©
us/a urouemesmLancasksra\readyandmere—useohheseshould new The Is do not include areas of separation - tis not a true Garden Village as defined in national policy.
dont believe there has been effective the process of developing the DPD, there are many people who object to these proposals and many that are not aware of its implications. Landscape assessments
have ighlghted that development should no ake lace I this area- why are hey bein gnored? Ther s huge concern aver the mpacts o loo sk, partclaly n ight of recent flooding. o
these riss. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
Three concerns identified in relation to development surrouding the Grade Il Listed property at Bailrigg Farm
5601
Bailigg Lane i recognised to be at high risk of looding. There i no site specific detail in the DPDs on this matter to demonstrate adequate mitigation of risk to Bailrgg Farm. Any development west of Bairigg Farm i lkely to Recent development in Galgate i likely to have contributed to extensive flooding in the village. Therefore evidence that further development of this land is not sound. This matter having been identified, would only be
096/01/C12/NLC3/USa D Rahul Keith N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/3 us/a N
01/ anulKer / ategic Polices & Land Allocations apter oo / ! / increase flood risk. Significant loss of farmiand and the rural setting of Bailigg Farm would be at odds with the character of the area. Previous evidence prepared by Woolerton Dodwellin 2012 supports the need for a buffer zone [ miigated by ensuring that the land to the north, west and south of Bairigg Chase is not developed. ©

round the property but this does not feature in the DPD. The ecological impact of development of the setting of the listed buildings have not been adequately considered. There is a registed bat roost at Bailrigg Farm. As a protected
species, surveys and mitigation reports are required.




TEGALLY (Intent) ATTENDING
|
PINS REF NAME oRGANISATION orD CHAPTER poLicy PARA CoMpLIANT SOUNDNESS | SUMMARY OF RESPONSE (SOUNDNESS) SUGGESTED AMENDMENT AMINATION.
—— e
oot The potential for 12,000 new homes proposed in the Local Plan will resultin a 25% population increase - s this necessary? Where are new residents be employed
us/1 dh ting patterns b idered? Will there not be significant deterioration on the local from ncreased rafic? The delvery o lternative forms of transportwill o aress theaddress these matt
037/01/C12/1C/US1-2 Dr Susan Jones N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c /! 2nd have commuting patterns been considere ere not be significant deterioration on the local enyronment from increased traffic? The delvery of alternative forms of transport wil not address the address these Matters. |g.igg Garden Vilage should be removed from the Local Plan until the information i available to show that itis viable, deliverable and safe. No
oo us/2 The increase in population will have a huge impact on local nfrastructure - heaith and education services. There appears to be no zone of separation between existing settlements and the Garden Vilage. There are significant flood
risks in the area. Funding has not been secured for this development and new development would have a significant impact on the rural character of the area
The proposal for Bailigg Garden Village is not sound for the following reasons:
The population estimates are not accurate and not based on local data.
The presumption for growth is based on Increased employment in the area but there is no strang evidence that such employ forthcoming is no more than a aspiation. The plan claims that there:
will be growth of 3,000 obs associated with Lancaster University but there is no informationon what these jobs will be.
sao1 There are bout the design of on what it means, specificall i relation to the environmental and energy requirements of new houses.
068/01/SG1/LC/US2 D Tim Dant N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A Lc us/2 There how these wil be delivered. The A y under p quality does not meet There s a claim be deleted from the plan. I iti to be included in future documents then better evidence and more substantive proposals need to be made. Yes
603 that a cycling / walking superhighway but no indication of how it will e delivered.
There is no mention in any bout the impact on pe from the Garden There i no recognition that the local landscape will be destroyed by new development
[Although there is a claim that it willbe a Garden Vilzge it willin fact constitute urban spraw from the southern boundary of South Lancaster. The current plan makes no attempt to dentify green areas.
The plan as a whole is a failure of planning, it makes general aspirational claims without solid evidence to support the need for growth. It neither attempts to focus development o restrain it according to local needs. In the absence
of poor planning, piecemeal development will means that there willbe a ack of consideration for necessary infrastructure and new residents will need Y
The proposed Garden Village s of an alarming scale, 3,500 new houses means around 36,000 extra residents n the area. Galgate has hich puts th area for thi
cwiowardlysandiched between aads,canls and iy ines. 1 .ot lear whether here il e ufficent arca of saraton betwieen new develapment and exting, whist ares of separation were dntiied i he daft P
these have been removed from the Publication verison. I this proposal goes ahead i it current form it s likely to 3 X uld like in appearance and would be no more than a
surburb.
o v | believe that the Garden Village should be removed from the Plan untilsuch a time as information i pubically available to demonstrate that it is viable and deliverable and the impact on the surrounding area would be
154/01/C12/LC/US1-3 Emily Irvine N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc us/2 The plan we are being asked to assess has very e in the way of deta, where wil the houses be buit? Where willthe schools and healthcare faciltes be constructed? How would these be funded? It i diffcult to comment onthe || 1ot hat e D2tEen 028" publically P € No
5603 us/3 impact of this without such detail. There s itle or no infrormation on the impacts on the local road network, the infrastructure required and how it will be funded. properly manae
(Whilst the Bay Gateway has had a positive impact on Galgate in reducing traffic and improving air quality and therefore it s not clear why a reconfigured junciton would have any benefit on Galgate other than to facltate new
development. New development would exacerbate flooding issues in the area, increasing the likelihood of flood events such as that which occured in November 2017. There is no information on how flood risk has been assessed
or how it will be mitigated. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.)
5601 us/1 Objection to the Garden Vilage proposal, this number of houses are not needed. According to estate agents the housing market i the district ted and there are many available. New devel
172/01/561/LC/Us1-3 (Gaynor Young N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c us/2 would spoil the hstoric and rural character of the area. Lancaster and Morecambe are tourist areas who will be deterred from visiting because of allths new development. [Further detail provided in the representors full No suggested amendments made. No
5603 us/3 response.]
scor us/1 Crucial elements of the evidence base, infrastructure costs,ai pollution assessments and transport details e aspirations. The lack of detail makes it difficult o local residents to respond. Excessive housebuilding in relation to
us/2 forecasted job growth wil ead to greater levels of ting. This is conts lcy. Floods th d this has not been addressed. Ai pollution is already bad along the A corridor and will
157/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Gill Melling N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c / orecasted job growth willead fo greater levels of commuting policy. Flooding is in this area and ihis has not been addressed. Alr pollution s already bad along the A6 corridor and Wil k1, Gargen vilage should be removed until such a time that the information is publicly available to demonstrate it is viable and affordable. It is not clear at this stage what local people are being expected to approve. No
s us/3 increase. There will be damage Itis not clear how be delivered and, due to the high costs, how it will be funded. The proposals for the Garden Village are vague and have not been sufficiently
us/a consulted upon.
o s/ Fiooding in the village of Galgate is not being addressed by the DPD. The Plan will cause more run-off from housing development which will exacerbate existing issues. The Council have not assesed extra car journeys that will be
117/01/C12/1C/US2-4 Gina Dowding N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc us/3 . ¥ ty b Y & develop: g lssues. Journey: [Remove the Garden Village proposal from the plan. Yes
08 e enerated from the Garden Village, raffic congestion and pollution will worsen along the AG corridor.
The core issue for the Garden Village s the lack forthe forth Councils ambition isto » growth of 12, Plan does
o service provision. | do at in the long run these issues willbe addressd. There is an over reliance on Lancaster University to deliver ere is insufficient informa
seor usn T e i 1l st e i o out et
152/01/C12/C/uS13 oy watts A Strategi Polcies & Land Allcations DPD Chater 12 b A o e on impacts on the road network in terms of congestion and i pollution. There i no guarenteed percentage of afordable housing. The residential needs presented project an unrealisic assumption over the levels o graduate [\ 0o\ o
and Walking Superhighway is not specified in the Plan. Has an impact assessment been made into the water run-off which wil affect Ou Beck? The of Junction 3315 i will be secured.
[What levels of p be exp delivered and how will healthcare demand catered for? [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
| consider the DPD to be unsound on a number of counts. The plans are not positively preared and do not appear to be objectively assessed. The figures which have been used as a base for calculations are not realistc n terms of
calculating housing need and demand and therefore the need for a Garden Village is overstated. There is no new commercialinvestment in Lancaster to provide new employment opportunities for such a large number of people.
Growth to this scale will create a commuter zone. Although there is astatement that the Health Innovation Campus will generate 2,000 additional jobs there is no evidence to justfy this. There are already a ot of empty houses in
s/t Lancaster and thisis due to the increasing number of student blocks in the City. The average number of houses built over the past 10 years has been 250 houses, the plan states that 522 houses per year will be builtyet there i no
5601 us/2 explaination why this i the case and where the demand will come from. The main reason the plan is unsound s the proposed location of the Garden Village, the requirement for infrastructure to cross the West Coast Mainline and
094/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Helen Wilkinson N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c o other road systems are very expensive and therefore the costs for the Garden Village will be much higher. Itwould seem more justifable to build elsewhere where infrastructure costs are lower. Thereis a lack of developer interest | To review the figures and numbers to develop a more accurate demand for housing inthis area. This look at the other planning proposals and break up needs into smaller areas, thereby preventing urban sprawi. No
5603 us/a in bringing the area forward and the Government cannot justify thi spending on when other therefore itis not public funds.
Proposals for the Garden Villge have not been presented in a sound manner and local residents have not been properly nformed about matters such as infrastructure and areas of separation. In conclusion | understand the need
for new housing but | believe Lancaster does not need the volume of housing proposed for Bailrgg Garden Village. There are alternative, more affordable locations in this area. [Further detail provided in the representors full
response.]
Objection to the Bailrigg Garden Vilage proposal. What s the plan for flood management in light o recent flooding events n Galgate / Ellel? The projections for homes required The 2015
Turley report demonstrates inflated figures for growth compared to the Census. Properties for sale / rent in Lancaster are very slow moving - where is demand? jobs come from for
the Garden Village? There has been a steady decline inJob opportunities alongside  decline in the retail sector. | suggest that the proposal for Bairigg Garden Village exceeds the basic premise for a Garden vllage because of the
proposed infrastructure costs associated with . These far exceed other proposals from across the country. The Area of Separation has been completed removed from the plan which suggests urban spraw of Lancaster rather than
2 Garden Village.
seo1 us/1
Further supplementary information provided which also raises the following isues:
061/01/C12/LC/US18284 Helena Dixon N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A c us/2 PPl v P & Bailrigg Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan until there is informati lable to the public which and affordable. No
b e The time scale for consultation was very short and poorly advertised allowing people inadequate time to learn about the proposals and respond.
The Local Plan is not complete and extremely vague.
Development would lead to the loss of a Greenfield ite.
The proposal does not meet the Government's requirements for a Garden Village,
There are historical remains on the site
in road and traffic levels of pollution.
Brownfield stes should be used to develop housing for permanent residents, not student accommodation. [Further detail provided i the representors full response.]
ti raposed tha 3,500 houses wi b it the Garden Vilge, homeowrs wil quire Jobs but st fomth Heath Innovation Campus the s o meriion of where eople wilwark I peaple do ot work ol thenthey
il use their car to commute further afield. These journeys will create ai pollution and congestion which will continue to i X v the Innovation Campus willactually be
created with most of the jobs transferred from the existing campus.
oot us/1 L flordable h unlikely to build ifthey are Developers & 50 they can make built the
[p— oh Horris a Strategic Polcies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 oo VA < us/2 smale homes which ae nshort suppy. Lancastersroad network i leacl congested i ocatons such s he Pointr Roundabot, Hala Road / Scotforth Roa junction and Ashford Road. There s Itk nthe way of separation | The Counci hasproduced are strongin aspiration without providing any of the is req y the Vilage, which in any case fals the Government o
e us/3 between pedestrians and cars & increase congestion and air pollutiuon. Further detailis provided in the fullresponse on the highway implications at Pointer must be a new discrete settlement and not an extension of an existing town or villge.
us/a d wintin the Lancaster Gy L already suffers from poor air quality with AQMAs n Lancaster, Carnforth and Galgate. Build houses willsimpl these pollution rther
There s ack of retailactity n South Lancaster,part d shopping which again i numbers of vehicle t the Ciy.
There have been significant flood events in the locality, most recent in November 2017. There s o explanation over f mitigation m il be achieved o ponds will be located is
offered about site drainage or where sewerage will be processed. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
601 us/1 Does Lancaster need 12,000 new homes, i the population increase realistic? The infrastructure costs would surely impact on house prces and the delivery of affordable housing? How are additionsl schoolingand heatthprovision || 0o withoutthe — | consider o be unreasonable. The Bagg Garden
041/01/C12/LC/US1-3 1ohn Kenyon N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A L us/2 to be provided? Where are all the jobs going to come from? No coherent plan is available for the transport systems to be introduced. The Garden Village includes land which has been subject to serious flooding over recent years. e vinP: - " e No
Village proposal should be removed from the Plan untilsuch a time that alrelevant informaiton is avalable publicly.
5603 us/3 There is o information in relation to drainage, gas and power and internet. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.)
601 us/1 Concerns over the logistics of building the Garden Village, the plan lacks detail on this matter. There will be a huge expense of buiding a newly reconfigured junction 33 - given the costs of nfrastructure how willthe houses be
046/01/C12/LC/US12 Loyce Pollard /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c ez affordable? How willall the infrastructure required by funded? Whati the plan for local oads and public transport? Does lancaster really need so many new homes - where is the proof? Whilst not against development per se 1 do_|Bailrgg Garden Vilage should be removed from the Local Plan until the information s available to show that itis viable, deliverable and affordable. The scale of new housing should be reviewed. Yes
5603 ot think the plans are as yet properly prepared.
Obiection raised to the allocation of Bailrgg Garden Village on the following grounds:
sso1 s/ The proposal does not meet the definition of what s considered to be a Garden Village and s not a discreet settlement. It i an extension of Lancaster. The housing and employment projections are not realistic and do not use ONS
tatisti in this location will i the distrct. Whilt close to the Health Innovation Campus and University it is divorced from employment on the Heysham
027/01/C12/1C/US1-3 ucith Colley N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A L us/2 sratstics. i this locatior commuting © distrct, Whilt close to the fealth Innovation Campus and University it s divorced from employment on fhe Heysha Bailrgg Garden Village should be removed from the Plan untilsuch a time as information is publicly available to demonstrate that it is viable, deliverable and affordable and that al aspects have been considered No
oo s Peninsula. in this area willplace great pressure on the need to use p The high costs to the addit required 88 Garden Village an expensive place to build and willdeter
developers and reduce the levels of affordable housing that can be provided. The true cost of infrastrutcture s yet to be assessed. The scale proposed will place p on the local health Bailrgg
Garden Village s not appropriate in terms of ensuring that the quality of our natural and buit environment s conserved and enhanced. New development wildamage natural habitats and species. There are flooding issues around
0u Beck and Burrow Beck where flooding occurred in 2015 and 2017 which will be rough [Further detailis provided within the rep ’s full response].
ssor e v Objections to Bailigg Garden Village remain.
027/02/5G1/NLC28586/US284 udith Coll N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/5 . . X N ted amendments mad N
fossimicasis! s / e Pl and s e o 2 R o e Ao i s et sy, |16 B e o
for y which time | had by the prosp ding 2,000 hasan v of evidence being submitted by the City Council.
There has been a ack of information about the Garden Vilage through previous consultation o the Plan and the same is apparent at the Publication Stage. There is a lack of hard factual detail. Where wil the houses be? How many
will be affordable? Where will the schools and health centres be located? What will the Bus Rapid Transit System look like? Where will the Transport Hub be? The Council acknowledge that more work will be required which will
take far in advance of the Public Examination to provide.
us/1
601 us/2 There is an absence from the plan in relation to how the Garden Vilage willconnect to the surrounding highway network. It sliely that 3,500 homes will mean about an extra 5,000 cars. Whilst some new residents willchose
090/01/C12/LC/US1-4 une Constantine /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A 1c s sustainable forms of transport itis likely that many will use private cars. The Plan fals to consider the f this through any f and ai pollution. To make the Garden Village sound would require major modifications and the professional expertise of qualified persons. The Local Plan should be again subject to public consultation and Council Review. No
603
us/a

There are ground to fear that the M6 to the east of Galgate will make the village even more vulnerable to flooding. There have been significant flooding events which have affected Galgate, most recently in November 2017. Flood
action groups have been formed and are being advised by the EA. The plan acknowledges the risks of flooding posed to the Garden Village and highiights measures to mitigate the risk not prevent the floods). But the Plan fails to
mention that the construction of the reconfigured junction which must cross the flood plain of the River Conder which willsurely exacerbate flood risks. The Plan is absent on how these risks will be addressed. [Further detail
provided in the representors fullresponse.]




LEGALLY (Intent) ATTENDING
|
PINS REF INAME | ORGANISATION DPD CHAPTER poticy PARA COMPLIANT SOUNDNESS [SUMMARY OF RESPONSE (SOUNDNESS) SUGGESTED AMENDMENT EXAMINATION
—— e
[ The whole plan looks like a clear example of urban sprawl, the plan includes a reconfiguration of Junction 33 which make this area of development into a commuter area which could lead to a dormitory suburb. Consideration
should be given to the levels of development which is already underway south of Junction 33 and Central Preston, | feel this is very important before we end up in a situation where there will be little separation between Lancaster
and Preston.
5G 01 NLC/3 us/1
082/01/C12/NLC3&S5/US1&28&4 Katrina Barnish N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A NLC/S us/2 It may be that most new residents of the Garden Village will find work, or already have employment in Lancaster, however this cannot be guarenteed wihtin the immediate area. There is a strong likelihood that there will be Bailrigg Garden Village should be planned on a much smaller scale or removed from the plan. No
5G03 us/a increased congestion on the A6 corridor into Lancaster City Centre. The plans put a strong emphasis on cycling and walking which is a good aspiration but not realistic.
[ The proposed development has many further issues including flooding which has become a real issue for the area. Whilst | recognise there is some likely need for housing in the overall area | do not feel the current plan is justified
and the solutions put forward by the Council will alleviate the problems. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
seor /L Objection to Village is maintained, th h need for such growth remain n relation to traffic and transportation, air quality and flood risk. The
082/02/C12/NLC385/US18284 Katrina Barnish N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A NLC/2 us/3 4 B . g B LB Bailrigg Garden Village should be planned on a much smaller scale or removed from the plan, No
e 0s o landscape assessments summarise the negative impact on Village. [Further in full response.]
st Bailrigg Garden Village should be removed from the Plan until such a time as information is publicly available to demonstrate that it is viable, deliverable and affordable and that all aspects have been considered.
5601 us/2 There is in-sufficient housing need in the district to merit the requirement for 12,000 new homes in the Plan. This requirement is totally unrealistic. Development of this scale will place incredible pressure on local infrastructure, the
024/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Kieran Cooke /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc vers plan does not articulate how this demand will be met. There are no enough jobs to support the growth of housing to this scale. There has been lttle though or co-ordination with infrastructure providers over these plans. The It does not make sense that local residents are being asked to approve (or not) by 6 April. While work on a specific DPD has started this will ot be ready for some time therefore itis not clear what local residents or the No
5603 us/a proposed Garden Village is at high risk of flooding and flooded in the winter of 2017/18, this has not been taken into account. Inspector are to approve.
5G 01 us/1 No provision has been made in the Local Plan to address the major flooding incident which took place in november 2017, nt h g P made 3
136/01/C12/LC//US1-3 Linda Warrington N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/2 The Garden Village should not be included in the plan until flood risk has been assessed. Revise the levels of housing need and public services required. No
5G 03 us/3 [ The level of need for new homes is over estimated, 12,000 new homes are proposed which will generate significant increases in population.
| am not convinced that Lancaster needs an additional 12,000 new homes and the consegential population growth is realistic. Where are these new residents going to work? What opportunities are available for the 24,000 new jobs
that will be necessary? If it expected that peopl hen where will they from and what impacts will this have on the local traffic network?
scor us/1
us/2 Gi the high infrastruct it iated with the Garden Vil it affordable and he ll the ts ton the t of he ? He be that affordable h ll actually be developed? H
143/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Lisa Corkerry N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A g % tven the high Ifrastricture costs asssocated with the Garden Village s it affordable and how wll these costs impact on the cost of housing? How can we be sure that affordable housing will actually be developed? How can e |1, \iew of the comments | have made | would suggest that the Garden Village is removed from the Plan until such a time that information is publicly available to demonstrate that it is viable, deliverable and affordable. No
5603 us/3 [ensure there will be in local health ser H places be funded?
us/a
[ There is no evidence that the flood risk of the area has been taken account and that the events of 2017 will not be repeated or exacerbated. How will the Cycling and Walking Superhighway be constructed and where will it go? How
will the Garden be separated from Galgate and South Lancaster? The traffic d with P! will b Junction 33 is reconfigured first but what funding has been secured?
The Plan describy Belt around the development but ot provide areas of separation and implies developemt wil fil the space between Galgate and Lancaster. Galgate suffers from considerable traffic
congestion and the air quality levels are higher than acceptable, additional development will exacerbate thisissue. Galgate has suffered recent devasting flooding events and | falto see how building upstream will do anything but
| would wish for the Green Belt, flood mitigation, air quality,traffic management and sustainable travel aspects to be prioritised and addressed in detail
5601 exacerbate this problem, there is a lack of information on how flood matters will be addressed. Whilst a modal shift to more sustainable forms of transport is positive it takes much more to shift habits than merely providing g lgation, air quality. & P! P!
072/01/C12/NLC3/US2 Maggie Wild /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A NG/ us/2 infrastructure. No
/01/C12/NLE3/ 8! 4 ®! P! o 0s i/ / / | think that the Garden Village pmpasa\ should be removed from the Local Plan. | would be interested to review a future proposal which is supported by information that the public can access which provides evidence that
the plan s viable, aff in th
Population growth is highly predicated and should not for in relation to delivering local housing needs. Whilst not against new housing, the P
proposalfor the Garden Villge is oo large and would have too many detrimentalimpacts
5G 01 us/1 The area of separation between the Garden Village and Galgate has been removed from the Publication Version of the Plan. November 2017 saw serious flooding in Galgate and building more houses will only exacerbate this
099/01/C12/LC/US1-3 Margaret Linthwaite N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/2 problem. The local road network is already congested and will increase further from new development and will also have an effect on air pollution. The Bus Rapid Transit System proposed will adversely affect normal bus services | No suggested amendments made. No
5G 03 us/3 used by local people. How will Lancaster cope with the influx of new people in terms of local infrastructure - schools, healthcare and roads.
5G 01 | The assessment of flood risk should be re-investigated in light of the flood events in 2015 and 2017.
| wish to draw attention to the submision by CLOUD regarding the Garden Vilk I and endorse their methodology and conclusions. | d flooding and traffic F particul The whole south
071/01/C12/LC/US2 Marion McClintock N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/2 \ish to draw attention to the submision by regarding the Garden Village proposal and endorse their methodology and conclusions. Issues around flooding and traffic flows are of particular concern. The whole southern | The proposed traffic interventions should be halted whilst less dramatic intrusions into the landscape are investigated that are more sympathetic to the local character of the area. No
flank of Lancaster, engulfing Galgate and extending east of the M6 will be ineffectively used and lack services that exist in the city centre. B
5G 03 Clear areas of open space should be retained between the city's southern edge and new development and Galgate be maintained as a managable community that is self contained, again with open spaces around it.
5G 01 s/t
us/2 Does Lancaster need exira housing? Are the population incr Jistic? What will the h 2 How will new infrastructure be funded? Where will peaple work? How frastructure been co-ordinated? How will th
022/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Mark Hammond N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A L 4 e e o v iere Wl People worke? How has newinfrastructure been co-ordinated? How WILM® Yasirigg Garden Village should be removed from the Plan untilsuch a time as information is publicly available to demonstrate that it viable, deliverable and affordable and that all aspects have been considered. No
5603 us/3 area of separation be created around the village? How will matters of flood risk be addressed? Have impacts on the local road network been considered?
us/a
My main concern les with the impact of Bailrigg Garden Village, the Health Innovation Campus and motorway reconfiguration on flooding in Galgate. There is o evidence in the Local Plan that they will not add to flood risk,
ot /2 The Garden Village involves significantly expensive infrastrucutre even to make the area acceesible, there is no information on the associated costs and detail of this nfrastrucre. Has the route been surveyed? What is Network
Rails view on this proposal? What i the cost of bridging the canal? What justifcation isthere for nfrastructure given the close proximity of the has onl [t not possible to have an informed view on the Garden Village because so ltle information has been proviced. Given ha the Local lan | untilfull
073/03/C12/LC/Us2-4 Mary Breakell /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A L us/3 prov: &ing g 8 proximity v v v P > & P No
affect the cost of housing? evidence of costs and implications are available
5603 us/a
Galgate traffic congestion and air quality is an ongoing problem which would be exacerbated by extra traffic, particularly if residents are commuting to and from the Garden Villge. There is insuffcient detail on the Cycling and
Walking Superhighway? How has air quaity along the A6 corridor been asssessed?
o T Consulted upon has in relation to transport and mfrastructure,
NLC/2
073/04/C12/NLC2&NLCS/US1 Mary Breakell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 602 /A us/1 No suggested amendments made. No
TR % v % e b oon 1 NLC/S L The consultation process this time has been confusing and difficult for members of the public to engag The level of o it was over a week witha e
wmmar
o1 us/1 The plan is unsound as there is no obvious 'g. Where are Lancaster? There is lttle information on the
ua/s2 delivery of new infrastructure - for example local schools. Extra traffic will place huge pressure on the AG into Lancaster. Health providers including the Hospital and GPs would need to increase capacity - who funds this? There does|
039/01/C12/LC/US185.28384 Meriel Loble /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A L Bailrgg Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan unti there is more: d studies taken to support th 1. At present itis not viable, affordable. No
/01/C12/L/ V 4 el P! o os i/ us/3 not appear to be any separation between the Garden Village and Scotforth / Galgate. There have been significant floods locally, who plans to avoid future floods? The A6 is already dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians - would a 8 & PP .
us/a cycling superhighway be safe?
us/1
5G 01 us/2 [There is a lack of information and evidence about how the increase in new residential will be supported by health facilities, education and employment. There are no specific plans in place to address flood risk. The delivery of new Due to the lack of detail, it would seem that this part of the plan needs serious reconsideration. The planning process has been far too rapid for such a large development, the proposal needs to be halted, rethought before
102/01/C12/SG1/LC/US1-4 Michael Fidler N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc st infrastructure, particularly Junction 33 wil be costly. Where is all the necessary funding going to come from? The Cycling and Walking Superhighway is dubious - where will it be located? How far will it extend? The area of orther public consutation P s - The planning p P © pment, the prop g . No
5G 03 us/a separation is not acceptable and does nothing to separate new development from Galgate. No thought has been given to provide sufficient wildlife corridors or habitats. P
ot s  belveth scle f developmenta th Garden Vilag s unwaraned andcompleelyautof proporton fordemand i theLanaster rea There re o maoremployment apportunies plamed inSuth ancasterf sty s
level of buiding. The cost of the the site is cut off from the West Coast Mainline. There is no traffc congestion in South Lancaster since the Bay Gateway opened and
069/01/C12/LC/US1-3 Olivia Wilson N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e us/2 8 i 8 v 'Y oP No suggested amendments made. No
the proposed changes to Junction 33 pletely Aslandowners in the proposed Garden Villge, we of selling our and for housing development which presents a significant abstacle to the
603 us/3
proposed implementation of the plan.
The plan is not sound as t has failed to consider a o be ata hug the local lands willbe necessary
which will be at a high cost
ot us/1
us/2 There are no designated areas of separation between new development and Galgate. Is there a valid reason to support the need for 12,000 homes as proposed in the Local Plan? Can the population growth be alithe |i suggest that Village is plan until thatitis viable and affordable proposal. The Garden Village has been pushed through far too quickly without
130/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Patrica Jackson N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc No
forjcia/ 4 el P! o os i/ us/3 extra services which would be required? enough public consultation and is very vague. Why has such an expensive and inaccessible location been selected to build the Garden Village and other locations should be considered.
us/a
Has there been any thought of where the work and jobs will come from to support the people who will live in the Garden Village? It i likely that it will merely be a commuter suburb which wil generate more congestion, pollution
and car dependency
SG 01 us/1 | am concerned that not enough provision has been made to provide adequate public services (m the increase in Lancaster proposed population, particularly in relation to education and healthcare. How will new infrastructure be
060/01/C12/LC/US1&3 Patricia Waters N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/3 funded? What will be done to ensure the Cc il impact on the City? Does it know how many extra car journeys will be made as a consequence of the Garden Village? |The Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan until such a time informaiton is publicly available to show it is viable, deliverable and affordable. No
5G 03 How ill this affect air quality and traffic congestion? The funding for the Garden Village is not secureed - who will be responsible for paying the funding gap?
5G 01 Lancaster neither needs nor has the infrastructure to support the delivery of 3,500 new homes at Bailrigg Garden Village nor the delivery of 12,000 new homes district wde. The huge increase in population is not justified within the,
032/01/C12/LC/US2 Paul Grimes N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/2 DPD. There is little or no discussion over how services will be expanded to cope with demand. The residents of the proposed Garden Village will require jobs and the DPD does not provide sufficient detail on where employment will | The Garden Village proposal should be removed from the plan until further work has been completed to allow it to be fair judged as viable, deliverable and affordable. No
5G 03 be created. The DPD does not sufficiently address the implications of commuting. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
U/
SG 01 US;Z My fundamental objection to the proposal is for a major housing project (Bailrigg Garden Village) in a tightly constrained location. This can only be made to work if there is a Junction 33, f the |
142/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Peter Quick N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/3 |West Coast Mainline, bridging of the Lancaster Canal and the provision of flood relief in Galgate. The total costs for this are not justifable or sound in the current economic conditions, particularly when the need for extensive new | Delete the Bailrigg Garden proposal as it is flawed. Yes
5G 03 housing is unproven.
us/a
G 01 us/1 [ The Local Planning Authority has by its own admission not carried out detailed analysis or provided objective evidence m ensure the Village can be atthe d scale without
114/01/C12/LC/US1-3 Philip Ternouth N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G02 N/A e us/2 increase in \d air pollution. It has not an number of ted, the impact on the existing road network and how these impacts and increased in demand will | The Garden Village proposal should be removed until such analysis has been carried out and been subject to public scrutiny. No
$G03 us/3 be accommodated
sGo1 us/1 [The DPD has a lack of hard information, evidence, detail and modelling. Too much is assertive and aspirational. Important questions are not answeved such as whether the Garden Village is viable and deliverable considering the
us/2 expensive infrastructure costs? Have plans been co-ordinated with major providers? Will fu all ted with Has there been assessment to the increase in traffic
045/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Profe Malcolr 1t N/A Straty Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A Lc Bailrigg Garden Vill hould be d fr the Local Pl il the inf ti lable to show that it ble, deli ble and affordable. It i ture for the blic to be asked te it on the d t. N
fo1/ci2e/ rofessor Malcolm Quainton % rateic Policies & Land Allocations apter o 0n / us/3 arising from development? Where will ll the jobs come from for the residents of the Garden village? What proportion of new builds will be social and affordable housing? How will the matters of flood risk be addressed give the | °21 /66 C2rden Vilage shouldbe removed from the Local Plan until the information s avallable to show that it s viable, deliverable and affordable. Itis prematre for the public to be asked to comment on the documen o
us/a significant flood events which have occured recently? [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The delivery of 3,500 new homes at Bailrigg Garden Village is not sound. It is not clear how the evidenced housing need has been derived at (it is assumed the Turley work of 2015 and 2018). It s relatively easy to provide evidence
of what happened in the past but impossible to predict the future, particularly up to 2031. The evidence on housing growth is weak and relates to Lancaster district as a whole and not Bailrigg Garden Village. House prices in
Lancasterdistrict are low compared to other area so the Council's evidenced need for housing is not justified.
601
057/01/C12/LC/US2 rofessor Peter Lea /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 NA I us/2 Global impacts on the university may effect future growth in student numbers which may in turn affect growth. There has been a large amount of development in the City Centre for purpose built student housing which will, in | The Garden Village proposal should be taken out of the plan until such a time it by lear that are available in campus, o other areas of South Lancaster. In addition, the risk of flood must No
5G03 turn, free up family housing in South Lancaster. If there is a decrease in student numbers for any reason, this will increase the supply of housing even further and reduce that evidence need even more. be greatly reduced and pollution from car travel on the A6 brought to a low level.
Employment growth assumptions are overly optimistic, even if 2,000 jobs at the Innovation Campus proves correct, then at least 5,000 jobs will be needs to pay the mortgages of the new houses at the Garden Village. | find it hard
to believe this many jobs will be created in the district. The remaining residents will have to commute out of the Garden Village for work. Has the Council assessed how many extra car journeys will be created by new development?
there are also matters of flood risk within the locality which new development would exacerbate. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
5G 01 us/2 | repeat my original objection that | consi that the plan of Village is not sound. It is not justified and it is not based on bust and Very little h:
057/02/C12/LC/US283 Professor Peter Lea N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5G 02 N/A L us/3 my previous comments of April 2018. | still do not believe there is a need for 3,500 new houses and that there will be 10,5000 new jobs that will support the families in these houses. The university needs to make clear that they The only way to make the Plan sound is to greatly reduce the number of houses that are planned for construction. No
$G03 have sufficient funds to cover the costs of these new jobs.
[Where wll the run-off from new development go? The area proposed for development is an area which is subject to regular flooding which was subject to flooding in November 2017. New development has already exacerbated
[the flood risks for Galgate and new development will increase the issue further. The solutions to flooding given in the plan are vague and need to be specifically outlined
i The Plan states that the Garden Village and Health Innovation Campus. However, there that these jobs will be for local people or residents of a future Garden Village.
5G 01 There has b little f he uch of this devel it will be for aff db\h ing. There i h tainty the housi ly and d 'd figures in the locality. S landow th d Gard
us/2 1ere has been little assurance of how much of this development will be for affordable housing. There is much uncertainty over the housing supply and demand figures in the locality. Some landowners in the proposed Garden Considering the unacceptable levels of ambiguity in the Plan and the lack of assurance provided to local communities, the proposal for the Garden Village should be removed untilitis demonstrated that development would
101/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Rachel Bindless N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A e Village do not want to sell their land for devieopment, if they are forced to sell or are simply built around) this is surely not working hand in hand with local communities. There has been insufficient work undertaken on viabilty. No
us/3 be affordable, be take place on the Garden Village in able for the public to make informed decisons on the matter.
5603 us/a The public have not been offered any concrete plans which show that the proposal is vible in terms of traffic and infrastructure. Considering the very significant and expensive road reconfigurations there are many choices more

suitable than Bailrigg which would rule over the need for new road construction. The traffic in and around Lancaster and Galgate is already congested, there is no clear plan to how this will be alleviated. The proposed areas of
separation are totally inadequate, Galgate is a small village and the proposed development wil result i the loss of village identity. At present the proposed buffer zone does nothing to maintain Galgate's distinct character. This
large developer is not to the benefit of the environment and willresultin the significant loss of natural habitat and wildiie. There are no specific plans for the allocaiton of allotments, green spaces woodlands etc. [Further detail
provided in the representors fullresponse.]
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— S
5601 There is potentially high h few have been addressed within the Plan. Priority should be given to the regeneration of Moreambe which i also well located to the Heysham
us/2 s difficul tmodifcations to the Plan when so ltle information about the Garden Vil lable. Untilevid lied which demonstrates precisely what s involved, h it will cost and how th
095/03/C12/LC/Us2-3 Ralph Prior /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c / Gateway. Public funding should not be used to fund the veconflguranon of Junction 33. There has been no assessment of impact and implications on the local road network. The Plan is vague in relation to healthcare faciities and ||~/ v 10 */B8est modifications to the Plan when 5o fttle information about fhe Garden Village is avaiable. Until evidence is supplied which demonstrates precisely what s involved, how much it willcost and how the No
us/3 demand for infrastructure is addressed then | suggest withdrawing the Garden Village from the Plan.
5603 how extra demand will be addressed.
sso1 s | am opposed to the Bailrigg Garden Village, in the long term the Garden Village wil provide housing for 12,00 people. However, long term employment provision by the university is only 3,000 jobs at full capacity. This Is a shortfall
in employment tbe made up via private or public sector. It s likely to make the Garden Vil uter suburb and i traffic on local road networks. The Local Plan has not considered thisin It d hasti
056/01/C12/SGULC/USL cobert Ogden in Strategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chopter 12 p A < ez n employment cannno be made up vi privae or public setor. s kel to make the Garden Vilage a commuter suburb an increase trafficon local 0ad networks. The ocalPian has not considered tisnts poor and hastly [\ (oo o
p s assembled analysis. The Garden Vilage also threatens the rural integrity of the university. There has been a lack of assessment on congestion and air qualiy / pollution, there s no guarenteed percentage of affordable housing,
there are no guarenteed areas of separation, there are no ecological or flood impact assessment, there is too much reliance on the delivery of expensive infrastructure
5601
o6s/0N/C1C/US2 S od Leaman A Statesic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 12 s WA L us/2 | do not believe that 12,000 new homes are necessary, population growth of require a rapidly d I sector to sustain such growth. Add the uncertainty of Brexit, increases in interest_|The Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan untilsuch a time informaiton is publicly available to show it is viable, deliverable and affordable. It is premature to be making comments on this proposal without o
S0 us/3 rates, pollution from more road and the loss of countryside should be considered. sufficient detail
ss01 us/1 | feel the plan is unsound and not positvely prepared in regard to Bailrigg Garden Village. The current housing need figures are questionable, house prices in Lancaster are currently stable suggesting there is not a shortage. The
us/2 ted job growth fi trealistic, There is inadequate informaiton on all  the proposal, no information on the types of housing, impacts on the local road network, costings for infrastructure - particularh
052/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 Rosie Morgan /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c /: projected job growth figures are nof realisti. There s inadequate informaiton on al key areas of the proposal, no information on the types of housing, imbacts on the local road network, costings for ifrastructure - particulary ggiiigg Garden Village should be removed from the plan untilfurther research s carried out as to whether itis actually needed and if o whether it is viable and deliverable. No
S0 us/3 details about the reconfiguration of Junction 33. Air Qualityis not considered, loss of countryside is not considered, the area of separation is being gradually eroded. Much of the detail is not completed therefore itis premature to
us/a be asked to comment at this stage
Itis unclear as to whether there wil be a real area of separation around the Garden Vilage, the proposal map does not seek to indicate any separation. There have been significant flooding issues in Galgate in 2015 and new
development will exacerbate these problems. Has the Councilresearched how many extra car journeys woill be created from the Garden Vilage? Congestion and air pollution is already an issue and the Garden Village islikely to
crese thessues, Ther i e information an how a Cclng / Walkin Superighy wi b creted and deliver. Ther i e detal an whatis meant by th reonfiguraton ofJncton 3. There . funding bid made but
ss01 funding s not secured, the is large and | amount of private sector willbe needed.
us/2 [The Garden village proposal should be removed from the plan until further work has been completed to allow it to be fair judged as viable, deliverable and affordable. It is premature to be making comments on the Garden
083/01/C12/L/Us2-3 sally Ford /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 /A 1c N
/01/c1aNLc/ 2l For / rateeic Policies & Land Allocations apter e / us/3 There is no evidence that Lancaster needs the amount of new homes proposed and population projections are unrealistic. How would the high number of new homes impact on local house prices? Itis not clear how additional | Village proposal given the completion of the detailed DPD will only be finalised in 2020. Given these timescales it s very unclear as to what that public are supposed to be approving. o
school places will be funded and there is no reference to improved health faciltes.
Where willthe of the Garden Vilage be employed? there hat this will be in the local area so willincrease journeys on the local road network. There is no information as to whether local
providers power in the plans,
o | am against the number of houses and properties planned for this area. The A is a very busy road and is heavily congested at peak times. The construction of the new innovation campus i already causing many problems on the
137/01/C12/LC/S sandra Makinson N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A L s & propertes bl : v busy v cones s P  causing many p No suggested amendments made. No
s road network. There are not sufficient bus stops for the people of Scotforth. New development should provide gardens and parks and betters shops are needed in Lancaster City Centre.
The most recent proposals for development no longer constitutes a slf-contained Garden Vilage and does not adhere to the principles of a Garden Village. It jins the South of Lancaster and continues without any break to join
the village of Galgate. This area cannot have an identity. The requirement for new homes were produced by Turleys, prior to Brexit, and are now considered to be flawed and outdated. We already have more than 1,000 empty
homes in the area. The population increases proposed are not realistic. The provision of affordable housing will ot apply to the Garden Village due to high infrastructure costs which reduces profitabilty for the builders
s The DPD is not sound in consideration of transport systems and the movement of peaple and vehicles. Modalshift towards bus journeys, cycling and walking will not be acheived. Traffic i already seriously congested on the A6 and
sGo1 the network s already beyond capacity and further development willexacerbate thi Tewil tion further and levels of polluti
us/2 ‘e networks already beyond capacity and further development will xacerbate this ssue. [twill increase congestion further and levels of pollution Currently the plans for Bailigg Garden Village are aspirational ideas without substance. It s premature to ask for comments from the public on this matter without insufficient information. Untilsuch a time that thereis
O79/0/CIZ/\C/US1-A Sara Bundy /A Strategic Poicles & Land Alocations DFD Chapter12 0 b L us/3 evidence of the viabilty, deliverabilty and affordabilty of the Garden Village it should be removed from the Local Plan. No
5603 us/a Much of the Garden Village wil be build on farmiand which provides drainage for rivers and becks. Serious flooding occured in 2017 some of which can be attributed to lack of drainage management within newly built v &
developments in and around Lancaster and new road systems such as the Bay Gateway. Building on flood plains, as proposed by the Garden Vilage such as along Burrow Beck, Ou Beck and River Conder is going to have serious
adverse impact on land which already floods.
There is lready huge pressure on Lancaster GP services, hospital There nd this i likely to increase unless the Garden Village becomes a commuter suburb. [Further detail
provided in the representors full esponse.]
us/1
5601 us/2 [The DPD has not been well prepared and based on flawed evids and population growth. Given the ageing population and the need for city based social housing the Garden Village
031/01/C12/LC/Us1-4 scott Colley N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c usfs appears unustfable. Thre i aabsence ofnformation ratn o the projects ntur, sl environmentalmpact and rafc levels. How s e proposed nfastricture gang o b funded? With regard 1o natonsl plcy the D7D [Prioiy should b gven tothe development ofbrawnfeld stes, s a the Canal Cordor o meet fuure development needs No
5603 us/a fails as it does not sites, poll , there is no evidence that the Garden Village wil be sustainable or boost economic growth and there is no provision for affordable housing.
Objections are raised to the proposal for Bailigg Garden Village. | believe that the Council have not proposed any alternatives for such development n the district and have not sufficient taken advantage of the recently opened Bay
Gateway. The time scale for consultation was limited and left ttle time for consideration.
| remain unconvinced that sufficient buffer zone will be planned between the Garden Vilage and Galgate and therefore development will merely be an urban extension of Lancaster. The area under consideration is very close to
ss01 us/1 he AONB and development will uin large areas of greenfield land. Within the Garden Vilage there are extensive archaeological remains from the Bronze Age and Roman era and | remain unconvinced that any form of significant
us/2 h has been undertaken t their import
132/01/C12/LC/US1-4 haun Corkerry N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A L Us;g research has been undertaken to assess thelr importance. Bailrigg Garden Village should be removed from the Local Plan untilsuch a time that information is publically available to demonstrate that it s viable, deliverable and affordable. Does Lancaster need 12,000 new hormes? No
5603
us/a There is no detailed information on the proposed reconfiguration of Junction 33 nor any assessment of impact on traffic flows from new development on the local traffic network. | remain unconvinced that the relevant
environmental impact assessments have been carried out. New development n these areas wil remove p and will afect drainage in , which i already significantly affected.
| remain unconvinced by the need for a Garden Village, 1 do not believe there are sufficient jobs to sustain the number of houses proposed. Employment and should come Iremain that
there is sufficient infrastrucutre existing or will be planned to meet future needs. [Further detailprovided in the representors full response.]
sGo1 us/1 Objection raised to the proposal for Bailrgg Garden Village which will harm the village of Galgate and the insuficient allowance has been taken for the fact that the water courses in this area (Ou Beck / Shearsett Beck, the River
047/01/C12/LC/US18384 stephen Booth N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c us/3 Conder and Whitley Beck are presently up to capacity and can take no more run-off. Given the r in & hould take place near to Galgate. [Further detailprovided in the | Bailrigg Garden Village and the University Science Park should be removed from the Local Plan. No
5603 us/a representors full response.]
sGo1 us/2 The Local Plan suggests a need for 13,000 new homes but does not provide informaiton on where the jobs will come from to account for this growth. Such an increase in population needs additioan! services and ltle / no
035/01/C12/NLC2/US2:3 Susan Parkington N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 /A NLC/2 v information has been given on this matter. The areas of separation are minimal and results in merely an urban extension of localflooding issues and traffic | The Garden Village should be stopped until it is proven to be viable. The quantity of housing should be reconsidered in light of employment availabiliy. No
5603 movements.
Detailed submission which sets out how the current Local Plan should be modified and updated to ensure that the City of Lancaster is not damaged irreparably following is ack of imagination, short termism and opportunitistic
cobbling together of old and failed and allocations to the south of the city.
[Atits heart it is argued that the Local Plan predates the Garden Village and national infrastructure monies and as such does not take into account the new possiilities that can now be pursued to completely unlock the long-term
sGo1 us/1 problems that remian in developing the south side of the City. As such itis inadequate as a ‘Strategic’ Local Plan as it fails to deliver sustianable and enduring development potentialfro the next 25 years and beyond.
184/01/C12/LC/US1-2 7. MeMinis N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc Cin The Local Plan should be amended to take account of the direction provided by this representation.
5603 Ifthis Local Plan were implemented and the new Garden village as proposed were to go ahead with reduced infrastructurem it would immediately and permanently end all future potential developer to the south of the City by not
addressing the problems of breaking out of the triple biockages caused by road, rail and canal.
e 0 S T 5 given nolong toits long term usefulness. The Local Plan has failed to take account of the completion of the
[Further in
ss01 i The Garden Village proposal contains almost no provision for employment opportunities, the justification for demand in this area s that thousands of jobs are bieng created at Lancaster University and Health Innovation Campus'
hi Iy not ture, th ity of guarented roles at the Innovation C Il be transfers of existing jobs in the University. Th to dats 4 with the the C d th tis some way behind
[  hormas wikinson e Stategic Polces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 12 oo WA < s i s imply not tre, the mjoriy of guarented rolesat the Innovation Campus willb transfers of exstingjobs i the Universiy. There are o date no companies engaged withthe the Campus and the project s ome way behind | oo o
oo usta schedule. Bairigg Garden Village is vastly more expensive that any of the other proposed Garden Vilages and does not represent value for money to the tax payer. Employment opportunites are no growing in Lancaster, the.
University has no plans for major expansion.
| thea and to be undertaken in relation to the viabiit after the publication of the Local Plan. The NPPF requires careful
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5601 NLC/1
us/2
062/02/C12/NLC1828485/US1-4 Thomas Wilkinson /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A /2 Usji he Garden Village i 3 surcessl bd 0 the Housig ffstructure Fund,howevern Autur ‘ommunities and that 80% of dments mad No
5603 NLC/5 & the fund must go to the 50% of local authorities that have the with wages. Lancaster does not allnto this bracket.
No justification exists for the housing demand, no evidence s provided for the projected job growth in the area and no funding in place for sgnificant elements of the plan.
e o
138/01/C12/LC/US1-4 Tim Parsons N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc s At the request of the representor no summary has been provided. Only a full version of the representation is available. At the request of the representor no summary has been provided. Only a ull version of the representation is available. No
5603
us/a
sso1 sr2 The prop: igg Garden Village is g: itwill be built on farmiand and land. Greenfield damages wildife and exacerbates flood risk. Lancaster University
but there t t 21t realistic t 2,000 jobs will be created at the Health Innovation Campus? The Garden Village has the potential t¢
126/02/C12/1C/US2-4 val purnell N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A Lc us/3 u 15 there to suppo s it realisic to suggest 2,000 jobs will be created at the Hiealth Inovation Campus? The Garden Vilage has the potential to The Bairigg Garden Villge is based on aspiration. | suggest it should be dropped untilsuch a time as realstic estimates of jobs have been provided and evidence of how many people will actually travel to work and school. No
oo vea cresse car e i South Lancste by over 7,000 vehils. Increasing u afpuble ranéport,yeing nd walkin  3spration and do not refectcurent s, This s serious danger of cressc congeston and i
pollution.
The sections relating to the Bailigg Garden Village do not make specific mention of the impact on health facilties in alocating land land for future housing development, This can be said generall of the whole document as a whole
sGo1 N3 when dealing with housing growth
063/01/C12/NLC3BSE3.6/USA Derek Woods NHS Property Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A NC/5 us/a [The plan needs to be specific in terms of impacts on health infrastructure in oder to be compliant with Chapter 8 of the NPPF. No
5603 NLC/6 The planning authority have a duty to consider the impacts on health, including health dealing with future devel In order to make such suchas the Village,
sfordable and sustnabe, th plan needs t be seclfic o thatand wil be llocate for health purposes a prtof any spatiel deelopment masterplan
o1 Us/1
us/2 Does Lancaster need extra housing? Are the population incr Jistic? What wil the h 7 How will tis affect propert H be funded? Where wil How will ir pollution b
017/01/€12/LC/Us1-4 it scott Not Applicable Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5602 N/A 1c % oes Lancaster need extra housing? Are the population increases reaistic? What wil the houses cost? How will this affect property pr © willpeop! fow wilir polluion be L. igg Garden Village should be removed from the Plan until such a time as information is publicly available to demonstrate that it is viable, deliverable and affordable and that all aspects have been considered. No
oo us/3 managed? Have impacts on the local road network been considered?
us/a
o1 The DPD is unsound due to the Garden Vilage proposals planned size and consequent effect on local transport. The increases in traffic will make key corridors such as the AG in South Lancaster, Lancaster City Centre and the
us/2 ings of the River Lu ted. This willseriously impact on th f  Bus Rapid Transit project Cyel in the South of Lancaster is not practicable which would
033/01/C12/LC/Us2°3 Michael Hardy Scotforth Parish Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc / rossings of fhe River Lune more congested. This wil seflously Jmpact on the success of any proposed Bus ap! anew 1 the South of Lancasier |s not practicable WhICh WOU |11 Garden Village proposals should be removed from the I k 1tssize should be reduced from 3,500 to previously suggested levels of 1,300. Yes
P us/3 require a dedicated route which would be difficultto acheive. Proposed development to the East of the M6 would be challenging, development would not be acceptable in the viinity of the wind turbine, siting development near
the motorway would not be acceptable and there would be sigaificant increases in traffic on the rural roads. If job growth i not realised then the Garden Village would become a dorimitory area which would rely on commuting.
s The niert fuly support th acknowledgement oftheHealth Innovaton Campus .3 tategieste  the lan, However, oy SG2shoudreflectthe awful lanning positon and therfor eference o amasterlan and in order to ensure that Policy SG2 is up to date and reflect the lawful positionm it is recommended that the policy is reworded to remove the detailed matters of policy.
148/09/5G2/LC/US183 on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc v details matters are not considered to be appropriate. Matters of detail should be considered against the existing policies of the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD, 1tDPD and future Yes
Village DPD. [Further detailed wording s provided within the representors full response.
029/04/5G2/LC/S [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmiand Trustees Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s602 N/A Lc s The Trustees support the University Campus on land to the south west of Bailigg Lane. We also note that the Campus its within the Garden Village area but stillbenefits from a site specific allocation For the reasons set out in representation 029(8) and 029(C) we would wish to see a similar approach taken to the Bailrgg Lane site Yes
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The University fully supports the improvements to Junction 33 of the M6 and the postive impacts that could deliver. However, the university comments that a comprehensively planned junction with improved access to and from
the A6 from Hazelrigg Lane wil be necessary to protect users of the road. The University continues to seek the opportunity for improved accessibility to Forrest Hills and the commercial opportuntiies can be be developed as part of
these improvement works.
us/1 The University support the reference in the p from public ion and the any p per contribution sought through the planning
148/10/5G3/LC/US183 1on P CBRE on behalf of Lancaster Universi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5603 /A 1c N ted amendment mad e
jon Power on behalf of Lancaster University atcglc Polcies & Land Allocations apter / us/3 roces il b secured though an approprite charging mechanism.Given planning permission hasa\ready been secured for the Health Innovation Campus, it important that this development cannot be expected to contribute | \© *VEE°5ted amendment made. ©
towards a prospective CiL charge.
st the unversty s spporive ofocaserices ool eopemtheprovion of s e ettt serve the Garden Vg wil delver thia v, such et develpmenthouk ot o o precucde devloment
associated with the Junction 33 improvements in terms of services or retai provision. Most importantly, the new Garden Village local centre should no
CEP welcome the support given within Policy SG3 to the delivery of a new centre as part of Bailrigg Garden Village. CEP have previously set out a detailed vision for the delivery of a ditrict centre at Scotforth Road. To ensure the
soundness of the DPD, Policy SG3 should be updated to clarify that any proposed retail centre should be of a distict centre scale to meet latent needs in South Lancaster.
us/1 Itis CEPs view that the Garden Vilage should be removed from an future CIL Charging Schedule. Much of the infrastructure required across the Garden Village seek to address ether existing deficiencies or needs arising
169/10/5G3/LC/US183 onathan wall Lichfilds on behalf of | Estates Project Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5603 /A 1c e
/ fonathan Wallace fehfields on benalf of Commercial Estates Projects ategic Polices & Land Allocations apter / us/3 Furthermore in the interests of soundness it should be ensured that accord with the tests for planinng obli tout in paragraph 204 of the NPPF. over the plan period without any new development. On this basis omiting the Garden Village from any CIL charge would resuit in a more effective and sound SPD and more fexibilty to deliver ts housing requirement ©
The provision of and th ism for be explored further by landowners and developers through an evidenced based approach.
Policy SG3 of the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD should acknowledge that any obli 4 to be directly related to the development, necessary in order for the development to proceed and be fairly and reasonably.
related to the scale and kind of development.
us/1
169/30/5G3/LC/US182 onathan wall Lichfilds on behalf of | Estates Project Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5603 /A Lc N ted amendment mad Ve
onathan Wallace e S B L J us/2 [t ths stage the emerging DPDSs dentify scope for the Garden Vilage to fund or at least contribute to a wide array of nfrastructure. I the context of the viabilty assessments prepared by LSH does not provide any commentary for |'© */88ested amendment made. “5
viabilty for the sites which relate to Bairigg Garden Vilage in South Lancaster. Without any detailed understanding of the viabilty o the Garden Village, it i imperative to the soundness of SG3 that any crude assumptions as to the
scope of developer contributions are omitted at this stage. [Further detail provided in the representors fullresponse.]
[tis anticipated by the Trustees that development on the Bairigg Lane Site will make jonto the South Lancaster area, subject to detailed consideration of viabily
029/05/5G3/LC/US2 [Adam Key Savills on behalf of the Balrigg Farmiand Trustees Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 s603 /A L us/2 , we do all the South of Lancaster at Bailrigg Garden Vilage (and particularly the Trustees site) should be delayed in , pending dments mad Yes
Policy SG3 sets out the infrastructure requirements for South Lancaster. The cost of delivery is et to be fully estimated but it is lear that it will be s\gmhcznt Whilst successful funding bids have been madle to public sector agencies
tis clear that further significant strat tment i required to deliver the Garden Village. Whilst it te and ryf o help faciltat here there s clear evid
itisclear that further significant strategic investment i required to deliver the Garden Village. Whilst t i appropriate and necessary for elp facltate ereiscearevidence [\ e o sssemble a robust and . ndforal . efine an appropriate approach to funding and the dlivery of the
Lo, s neither viable or appropriate for the development industry o be soley responsbl forinfrastructue fundin. I s pposed that the funding g is secured through the Housing
o necesary nrastructure or he Garden Vilage. Evdence must cosider al potential early engagement with the relevant utiity p , preparation of robust evidence in elaiton to economic
us/2 viability and an investigation into the potential for public sector funding.
163/16/SG3/LC/Us2-4 David Diggl Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investment: Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5603 /A 1c us/3 e
avid Diggle urley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments rategic Policies & Land Allocations apter / ! Peel supports,in principl, the acceptance in Policy SG3 that the Garden Village i to contribute to infrastructure requirements in a fair and equal manner. However further information regarding the level of infrastructure required “5
us/a A There are a range of alternative potential delivery mechanism for infrastructure development which may be feasible, including the role of 106 agreements. The Councl should note recent Government guidance which
? proposes to remove the restrictions on 106 pooling in certain circumstances and requires the publication of an Infrastructure Funding Statement, This could potential resolve anumber of the constraints on funding and
del trategic infrastruct
Peel considers that CIL may not be the more appropriate mechanisr to fund critcal infrastructure for the Garden Village due the level of development which would be required before any sufficient CIL income has been achelved, | *€!"/¢""8 Strategic nfrastructure.
1L s therefore a relatively slow and inefficient mechanis, and its abiity to fund up-front infrastructure. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
s/t Drinkwater Mushrooms note that Policy SG3 which seeks to ensure that infrastructure is delivered to faciitate growth in South Lancaster, for example the reconfiguration of Junction 3. Whilst we do not object to the principle of
078/03/5G3/LC/Us1-2 Peter Shannon WYG on behalf of Drinkwater Mushrooms Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 12 5603 N/A 1c o2 this policy, Drinkwater Mushrooms consider that more detail should be made available and be subject of consultation. As a ignificant business and landowner in the area, Drinkwater Mushrooms are a primary stakeholder in this | Text should be added to paragraph 12.36 to provide confort that local businesses and landowners will be engaged in any work for the reconfiguration of Junction 33, Yes
process
Chapter 12 o
Pl 5607 The total housing identified for the Garden Village is noted to be 3,500, however the build-out rates for the lfe of the plan have now been extended for 3 years beyond 2031. The Education team are seeking clarification that the
020/02/5G18789811812/LC Marcus Hudson Lancashire County Council(Education) Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Pt 5609 /A 1c 3,500 dwellings are included i the overall figure or are in addition to the overall 12,000 dwellings identified for development in the plan, or f the remainder of the 3,500 willbe counted in o deliver beyond 2034, Previous No suggested amendments. TBC
Pl s611 discussion with the City Council have clarified the requirements for education provision to meet future needs and itis appreciated that these are identified in the Local Plan. [Further detailis provided in the fullresponsel.
i 5612
The Council have awhole plan viability partof and therefore itis not posible to policy d site specifc for the Strategic
Chapter 12 s603 us/1 Sites identified are viable
Chapter 14 608 us/2
097/11/56388810813/LC/US1-4 [loanne Hardin Home Builders Federation Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD /A L No suggested amendments made. Yes
e Lo 8 & Chapter 15 s610 d us/3 This lack of evidence is table as it fils to give: industry on the viabiltyof the plan prior to ts submission. It also suggests that the cumlative impact of the |"** */6%
Chapter 16 s613 us/a plan on tion and the Councilat this the plan i deliverable. Paragraph 173 of the NPPF requires Councis to cansider the viabilty of policies in the Local Plan,
therefore the HBF y bea key suppor have been published as part of this consultation.
PS—— G 01,502
Chapter 14 5603,56.07
5609, ECO3 The development of several of the stes included as allocations have been identified in the Heritage Impact Assessments as being ikely to resuiltin harm to elements o " inthe
Chapter 15 The inclusion of an additional bullet point to the development proposals that refer d design in the Heritage Impact
10/ic/usa [Emily Hrycan istoric England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD /A L us/a vicinity. Where this i the case, these site assessments set out a series of measures which, if implemented, wil either remove or reduce har, and will site manner that is reservin
I Hry @ & Chapter 18 HoL, 102, H03 d / v . . ifim g . ° & Jaternatively the plan shouid be amended to ensure reference is made to the mitigation measures in the HIA through a irect reference to the document. [Further detailprovided in the representors ful response.]
pinbed H04, H05, HO6 the Because of the these locations tis rely on general, non-sit ddress this matter. [ in the rep full response.]
P DOS 02 DOS 03 DOS 06 DOS 07 DOS 08 DOS 09
Chapter 21
With regard to the viabiiy assessments prepared by L Hampton (LSH), the appl Counci during the draft of , however we LSH has not been
considered across the assessment, particularly in regard to our clients site at SG12. the site is capable of and site.
[As st out by the Council those include public transport, education, recreational Unless known the viabilty of a the land the
us/1 viabilty assessments, the £200k per acre is very i I Localagents have suggestec alevel of £350k per acre after an allowance s madie for affordable housing / 5106
Chapter 12 so1 us/2 deductions.
106/40/SG1&HA/LC/US1-4 jan Gilbe arton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes rategic Policies & Land Allocations o suggested amendments made. es
/40/ L/ an Gilbert Barton Wil behalfof Storey H Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD R o /A Lc v No suggested amendments mad Ve
us/a With regard to the viabiiy assessments prepared by Lambert Smith Hampton (LSH) it wil be important that abnormal costs are reflected in modellings. However, notwithstanding the above for the
purposes of the Stage 2 Viabilty Assessment no abnormal costs have been modelled and LSH has assumed no s106 costs in positon for the district. We
the on values, and with in relaiton to abrormal costs (and taking f specific points made y P
response for detal - that the site would be found to be unviable with althe proposed costs taken into account.[Further detailprovided in the representors full response.]
With regard to the Stage 1 Transport Assessment undertaken by WYG, it describes the methodology and key parameters used to f the emerging Local sites. Itis not plausible that the
e i e @i B T e hat th g work d include an up to and therefore
is not capable of modelling of district wide i schemes. In essense the assessment models the worst case scenario of adding together the highway impacts of individual development
proposals. We question the appropriateness of testing the above on a ‘worst case' scenario given the Councils assertion within the Local Plan that housing should be restrained on the basis of the constraints which exist within the
s/t Lancaster housing market. It s incumbent on the Council to rely on sufficiently robust evidence to assess the levels of housing it requires, particularly where the Councilis seeking to restrict the housing supply below the OAN. The
Chater 12 5601 us/2 stage 1 transport assessment document not appear to acheive that aim. It i considered restrict the basis of of fikely highway impacts or the likely effectiveness of
106/39/SG18SG3RHA/LC/US1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chaptor 20 5603 /A 1c e mitigation. No suggested amendments made. Yes
Ho4
us/a
¥ [With regard to the Stage 2 Transport Assessment undertaken by WYG, concern is raised over the costs which have been included for South Carnforth which do not appear to have been factored into any assessment of viabilty of
the Councif's proposed allocations. The Councifs proposed method of funding for the majority of the through with only vague timescales have been provided in a number of
instances. It remains our clients view that the IDP remains effectively a ‘wish s by the Counciland does not sufficient the viabiity wiht the delivery and development of strategic site. As,
such it remains our view that without further evidence being provided by the Councilregarding the impact of costs on individualsite allocations that the Local Plan as drafted has the abily to threaten the viability of any scheme.
[Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The NPPF requires Plans should contain policies to deliver the historic how to guide the presumption in favour Theref planinng
4/Lc/Usa Emily Hrycan Historic Englan: rategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD hapter 1 4 N L us/a incompls ion m
050/08/5G4/LC/US: Iy Hrycar storic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations Chapter 13 560 /A / wihtin this policy must be the safeguaridng of 0 the City's rich hist ‘complete suggestion made.
074/01/13.2/L/5 Tom Clarke The Theatre Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 5604 132 Lc s The trust welcomes the recognition of the range of arts and cultural attractions in the distrct including is theatres and performance venues. No suggested amendments made No
The Trust support the thrust of this policy in terms of improving links to the canal, in terms of utilsing e and the protection and For greater clarity and cross cutting with other polices tis
nsidered appropriate to make reference to Policy T3 of the DPD.
122/02/565/1¢/5 im Bettany - Simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 5605 N/A Lc s considered appropriate to make reference to Policy T3 of the Detailed wording is suggested within the representors full response. No
It may also be desirable to include reference to cycling and pedestrian Lancaster City Centre making use of the existing canal towpath.
Fistoric Englan s pr Tic, however recommend a textual chan Tlet poimt T which makes reference to the need to repair the existing fabric and also make reference to features that maybe of histori
050/09/5G5/LC/S Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 5605 N/A Lc s Wssgm‘mffufhz“:f this proposed policy, however recommend a textualchange to bullet point Il which makes reference to the need to repair the existing fabric and also make reference to features that maybe of istoric {0 +c wording suggested by Historic England with regard to Bullet Point I
001/01/5GS/LC/S [Abigail Mann /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 5605 /A 1c s No detailed response provided No amendments suggested. No
i im for  retail, n 1 Il that has been seen is a huge amount of student accommodation. This he ar in the sumer n iidings h
N aison Ransome ks Srategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 so0s m em @B he stated aim for the Canal Coridor s fo retallisure an cultral and et that has been seenis 3 huge amountof student accommodation. This will make the area a ghost town n the sumer and means that buidings havenot |\ oo o
been used gand isn't I addition the key aims of this part of the document appear to be mostly about car parking. The policy lacks imagination
[Whilst there i broad support or the aspirations of Policy G and th tion of Lancaster City Centre and adjacent areas it s considered the requiremnt for aretailimpact test for certain forms of development should b
Savills on behalf of the Roubaix Group & Elston st there i road support for the aspirations of Policy SG and the regeneration of Lancaster City Centre and adjacent aveas it s considered the requiremnt for a retall impacttest for certain forms of development should be i cgered tha an extra part should be added to Policy SG6 to ensure that it is consistent with Policy TC2 stating 'Where applicable. Development proposals will be subject to a Sequential Assessment and Impact Test in
111/03/565/LC/Us3 N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 13 5605 /A 1c us/3 included in this policy. The Canal Corridor scheme is designed to form a sustainable extension to the City Centre, however the objective i to ensure that Canal Corridor site provides complementary floorspace to ensure that ity .
Holdings Ltd accordance with National Planning Guidance and Policy DM14 of the Development Management DPD.
Centre evolves into an atiractive commercial destination but not at the expense of the existing offer int h City Centre.
Maple Grove fully supports the City Counci d approach and long term ambition to regenerate the Canal Quarter expressed in the Plan. The Canal Quarter offers a significant opportunity that offers wide-
raning benefits and willdeliver major economie cultural, leisure and residential boost to Lancaster City Centre.
i Planning Con: I roach that the Coun neraiton i ment t , mul less ¢ floorspace. Thisincl
S e smith & Love Planning Consultants on behalfof Maple | ¢ i o /o aiecion pon Chapter 13 so0s m " . Maple Grove support the fresh approach that the Councils taking to regeneraiton in this area and ts re-shape, isless reliant on pace. This includes 1 |\ suggested amendment made. ves
Grove Developments increase the presence of Lancaster University.
has reviewed the relevan d s s regeneration fth CanalQuater s delversbeandcanbebrough orwar n theImmedate shor tam. Whisthrige 3 rimary
ariver of the recognises financial viabiltyis a fundamental of the site [Further in the rep
w tpolicy SG6 which puts forward a strategic framework for th fate re-use and tion of this important asset. We welcome the inclusion of Lancast , Quay Meadow and Vicarage Field
[ iy Hryean istoric Englnd SuateiePolicies & Lond Allcatons DPD Chapter 13 sao6 VA o . e support policy ich puts forward a strategic framework for the appropriate re-use and regeneration of this important asset. We welcome the inclusion of Lancaster Quay, Quay Meadow and Vicarage Field areas in o suggested amendments mode
particular references to specific projects.
Chapter 13 bl
Chapter 14 The Development Brefs specified within Policies SGS, 7,9, 11, 12 should specify explicity that they need to follow the heritage protection, especiall landscape heritage described in policies DM37-DMA0 in the same way that
018/01/SG58789811812/LC/US3 Brian Jones /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD anrer 5609 N/A Lc us/3 ¢ Development Briefs specified within Policies should specify explictly that they need to follow the heritage protection, especially landscape heritage described in policies @ same way tha s described in the Summary. Yes
Chapter 15 o covered in Policies the emerging Development Management DPD.
Chapter 16
apter o
122/03/567/1¢/5 [1im Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 s607 /A 1c s The Trust support the thrust of tis policy in particular criteria VIl i terms of providing a positive inter-relationship with Lancaster Canal and a ik to Policy T3 of the DPD. No suggested amendments made. No
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[Although the principle of the East Lancaster Strategic site is supported, objection is made to the indicated extent of the allocation identified. The high-level masterplan which has been submitted by Seemore Properties identifies
land which i suitable for development. The choice of land which can had regard to the P , topography, proximity to the M6 and the desire to maintain views towards the Ashton
viemorial,
emorta 0n the Inset 1 Map, the Cuckoo Farm buildings and associated land should be included within the extent of Policy SG7 and excluded from the Urban Setting Landscape defined by Policy EN7.
The Local Plan does not include land at (and around) Cuckoo Farm for built development, specifically housing. This formal tation is supplemented by landscape evidence to suggest that this land should be included for
us/1 ecelopment porporee. o {and around) Cuckoo Farm for jevelopment, specifically housing. This formalrepresentation s supplemented by [andscape evidence to suggest that this fand should be included fo Policy 567 should be amended to delete paragraphs 2 and 3 and the removal o reference to a Development Brief. The last paragraph should be replaced with
us/2 . .
100/14/5G7/LC/US1-4 David & Star Planning on behalf of S Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 5607 N/A Lc 2
/14/SGTNC! 2vid Barnes ar Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties rategic Policies & tand Allocations apter / us/3 Appendix XX / Figure XX includes a development framewark which identifies how the East Lancaster Strategic Site is expexcted to come forward for development. A more detailed masterplan for the site will be prepared in ©
Objection is also made for the requirement for a Development Brief to be prepared which will add an unecessary level of preparation which should be removed from both Policy SG7 and paragraph 14.5. The preparation of such a !
us/a conjunction with the Counc, v d the , og the t out below, will provide the basis for addressing matters such as land uses, infrastructure and phasing.
brief willinvolve unnecessary delay and could be through , led by Seemore Properties Ltd, to inform the future planning application. Attached to this representation is the
urrent high-level masterplan for East Lancaster Strategic St
current highvlevel masterplan for East Lancaster Strategic Site Further detailed wording changes are recommended for the individiua criteria contained in Policy SG7 - these are set out in detail via the representors full response.
Further detailed responses to each of in5G7 are p the full Further detailis lso provided in relation to Seemore Properties timescales for development of the East Lancaster Strategic
site
Seemore Properties note the content of the Local Plan Viability Assessment (Stage 2) and, through participation at worksh , have mad ber of ts about its content. Although donot
undermine the overallassessment of the viabilty of the East Lancaster Strategic Site it is worthy of note that the Assessment does refer to the appropriateness of strateic sites to conduct further detailed site viabilty modelling to
der matters such as abnorma costs and infrastruct
100/18/567/NA David Barnes star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 5607 N/A N/A N/A i 7o assist the Council it would be worthwhile ensuring that the items of infrastructure assumed in the viabilty assessment and infrastructure delivery plan are consistent. Yes
secmore Properties intend the planning application which will, by it very nature, be more detailed than the work undertaken ata strategic level by Lambert Smith Hampton as
part of the evidence base for the Local Plan.
it would be useful for the Councilto carity that, d subect to suitabl itwould use its C There would be a c
100/19/567/NA David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 5607 N/A N/A N/A [Although not expected to impact on the East Lancaster Strategic sit, it is noted that some of the proposed improvement works around Lancaster potentially involve non-highway land. LA TR B Al SRS (AT ere wouldbe a ciear Yes
planning purpose to secure the implementation of policies and proposals n the Local Plan.
seemore Properties submitted atthe Regulation § the extent of the Landscape at East Lancaster. This additional report prepared by Galpin does nothing to change the view of
s Properties and its and Itant about the soundness of the Local Pl tof this matter and that the land around Cuckoo Farm buidiings adjacent to th hould be exclude from th
100/20/5G7/NA David Barnes star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14. 5607 N/A N/A N/A D i e it e Lo B o e e e S et [That land which surrounds Cuckoo Farm Buildings is included in the wider East Lancaster Strategic Site allocation. Yes
Iandscape designation. Indeed the original landscape work undertaken for the Council by Arcadis agreed with Seemore Properties about the value of this land and that the land could be included within the developable area of the
st Lancaster Strategic Site. How the land around Cuckoo Farm buildings could come forward for developmentis a matter which can be addressed as part of the master planning process.
Criteria Vi should be amended to read:
Criteria Vi of the policy relates to the creation of improved cycling and walking. For reasons of clarity and to align with Policy SG7 the should be Itwould also then
122/04/5G8/Lc/s Tim Bettany - Simons (Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 608 N/A Lc s i proved cycling & v © i P plcity The creation of improved cycling and walking linkages between the proposed growth in East Lancaster, Caton Road Employment Area, Lancaster City Centre, the Ridge Estate and new developments to the south of Strategic No
© i Site SG7. Opportunties for improvements along the Lancaster Canal should be explored. Proposals should come forward with appropriate mechanisms for future maintenance of the new / improved routes."
[Whist the principle of the East Lancaster Strategic Ste is supported, objection is madie to some of the requirements or at least the way they are expressed in Policy SG8. It is important to note that at this point in time the Council
have not published a viability study or an assessment of this strategic ite. Accordingly modification made be needed ata ater date. [The changes sought include:
s Clarity about the need for a primary school and an over sized site.
sz it will have to be demonstatated that there is insufficient capacity in the existing primary schools before any new school of whatever size s to be provided. Furthermore there should be an onus of the Education Authority to Clarity about the need for a secondary school contribution.
100/15/5G8/LC/US1-4 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Lid Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 14 5608 N/A 1c vera explore all sources of funding for a new school and not rely on developer contributions. If additional land is required above and beyond a single form entry school then the Education Authority willbe required to pay for land at  [Recognition that the site for any medicalcentre will be a commercialtransaction rather than a planning requirement Yes
usfa market rate. Similar demonstration willbe required before any secondary school contribution will be provided. [Management of the country park is a matter which should not be pre-determined.
There should be recognition in the plan that any site for a medicalm centre will be a commercial transaction rather than a requirement to provide a ree site. No contributions are required towards Williamson Park
The management of the country park should not be pre-determined. It may well be that a wildife trust or similar may be a suitable management body. Improvements involving third party land cannot be delivered except by the owners of that land. For example improvements to the canal towpath can only be delivered by the Canal and Rivers Trust.
There is no justification for any contributions towards Willamson Pak given the delvery of significant open space areas on ths site
Land to the North of Lancaster has been dentified for 700 dwellings n the Plan. This land currentl lies within the Green Belt. Policy SGO sets out the requirements for the site which sets out the intention to prepare a development
brief for the site. Itis not clear what progress has been made on preparing that development brief. It s also unclear how many parties are involved in the promotion of the site and whether inerests are aligned to the extent thata
comprehensive approach can be agreed and adhered to. there are also issues with delivery of the site.
106/18/569/C/Us2 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A 1c us/2 No suggested amendments made. Yes
Given the policy requirements and uncertainties our client does not believe this site should be considered deliverable within the next five years. Given the constraints our client questions whether land north of Lancaster s suitable
to deliver 700 dwellings over the plan period. Our client requests further information from the Council which sets out how the 700 dwellings identified in Policy SG9 has been identifed. [Further detal provided in the representors
full response.]
122/05/569NC/s i etany - Simons Canal and River Trust Stategic Polces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 15 S50 . . . e Trust support thethrust ofthis policy,in particuar criteria i i terms of roviding a positveinter-relationship with the canaland the fink to Plicy T3, riteria Xl nterms of setting of heritage assets, XVInterms foprotecting |\ (oo o
and enhancing the BHS and XX in terms of improvements ot the canal towpath.
srz The interim SHELAA states that not all potential housing sites have been reviewed and currently ongoing and subsequent iterations of the SHELAA. If not alsites have been
054/05/5G9/LC/US2-3 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A Lc s ssessed then the City Council have not fully examined al other reasonable options for meeting its OAN or identified As not been justified to amend Green Belt To meet housing requirements the authority will need to allocate additional housing sites regardess of any release of Green Belt as explained in Yes
boundaries.
Hollins Strategic Land has promoted land north of Hammerton Hall Lane (North Lancaster Strategic Site) and continies to support the allocation in the Plan for approximately 700 new homes. However the proposal map suggest this
may not be possible.
tis considered that the Urban Setting Landscape should be removed from this area or significantly reduced.
us/1 The proposals map identifies a arge swathe of land which has been prepared as an Urban Setting Landscape via Policy EN. Ifthis policy is imposed on the North Lancaster Strategic site then the area would not be capable of
151/05/SG9/LC/US1-2 Matthew Symons Hollns Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A Lc Usjz e e Ao s e i P e e o it e e e Yes
3 & & © pe deste prop publicopen sp & & The Plan should clarfy its intentions for land between Lancaster Canal and Barley Cop Lane both within the Policy and on the Proposals Map.
It s also noted that the canal has also been by the Urban Setting Landscape designation. This appears to Proposals Map should in this regard. Whilst
this specific area of land is under the ownership of the County Councilthey are interested in securing residential development on this site. The Plan needs to be clear on its intentions for this land.
Taylor Wimpey support the entire strategic allocation being covered by one single policy (as opposed to separate policies contained i the draft plan). Clarity however needs to be provided on Brief
/ Masterplan for the site, it is not clear whether this will be developer led or prepared in collaboration or whether a masterplan can be submitted alongside the first application.
sz Policy 569 allocates approximately 700 dwellings for the site, Taylor Wimpey support this contribution towards housing needs and stresses this should not be treated as a limited or restrict the delivery of additional dwellings i this
155/05/569/LC/Us2 3 Paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A Lc st is feasible. Taylor Wimey's previous assessment work concludes that delivery could acheive upwards of 940 dwellings, a modest level of land for employment / local centre and contributions to key infrastructure. In order to ensure the Plan can be found sound, the Council must fully review the evidence base regarding the North Lancaster Strategic Ste to ensure it is robust complete and up-to-date. Yes
There appears to be an inconsistency between the evidence base and 5G9 wich must be addressed to ensure soundness. For example land to the western extent of the North Lancaster Strategic Ste was not included in the SELAA
This appears to be a drafting oversight as the Council have confirmed that this site s not suitable s it currently forms part of mitigation land associated with the Bay Gateway. This parcel of the site cannot contribute to the delivery
of housing or infrastructure and should be removed from the strategic allocation. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
Object d to the residential development dentified under Policy SG9 of the DPD given th td tters — Halton Road already floods at times of high rainfall. Th ipes in the area, th
026/01/5G3/LC/US2 argaret Hayhurst v/a Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 s609 /A L sz jecton raised tothe residentialdevelopment dentied under Pliy SG9 ofthe DPD given the current drainage matters ~ Halton Road alrady floodsat tmes of ighranfallThere ae o main sewer ppes nthe rea,thereisa |\ oo o
lack of local school places and there are also a significant number of houses available to buy in Halton (100 houses). No further housing s needed.
I area, no risk thas taken place in relation to local flooding, work has already to address flooding but this has been unsucessful. Putting residentialor industrial development
036/01/SG9/NLC2/US2 N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A NLC/2 us/2 . P e v ® s P! It is essential that the surface water is given an area to drain through, conduct a risk assessment in relation to this matter. Yes
in this area will make matters worse. The presence of natural springs i this area add to thisissue and wilbe difficult o prevent.
There is concern that the Councilis unduly limiting the amount of developabl f the al through the incl an landscape buffer when it can be seen from the requirements of Policy SGO that the
dentified assets would be safeguarded through a sensitive design approach
To ensure , and therefore th ofh d i the district during the plan period, it is essential that the policy is revised to ensure the provision of an unfettered access to
land to the west of the AG. Thi ial. Without this requirement written into the policy the Plan would not be sound in so far as it would not be effective as the h tover the plan period would not b
151/08/569/LC/US3 Lydia Harper PWA Planning on behalf of Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 N/A Lc us/3 L Further detai provided in Policy SG9 in relation to unfettered access arrangements. Yes
, Policy include sp ensure there is no ransom between land. d/or developers with llocated site. To not '8 would stifle the delivery of the
total number of dwellings not anly in terms of quantum but also in terms of the council's housing trajectory. It would result n a d therefore | ble and properly planned development. By ensuring
that this wording is contained in the Plan gives certainty to all partes. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
Paragraph 1.3.1of the hat a maj on of the study is the absence of an up ransp enable the impact of traffc levels of potenital major highway
infrastructure shcmes to be determined more accurately than the method employed in the report, The approach taken in into account for trips which would ikely to be numerous in
any urban location. The Clarification rastrategic
us/1
00 i Paragraph 1.3.2 of the growth  as such there would be an element of double counting. This s also onerous given what s probably limited traffic growth in Lancaster over
155/18/C15/LC/US1-4 Paul Nellst [Avison Young on behaif of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 o0 N/A Lc o the past few years, which has been v that Croft Consultants have undertaken in the city. Further clarification is necessary in regard of the transport assessment. Yes
us/a
in the modelled d it seem as though allthe sites are assumed to be occupied by 2033, There appears to be no justifcation for this approach. This will, in our view,
provide too robust a position on the 2033 and probably 2023 flow scenarios. Justification for this should be provided.
Further clarity should be provided on the levels of engagement between WYG and Lancashire County Council, highways authority for the area. [Further detail provided i the representors ull esponse.]
Us/L
00 Usjz 0n behalf of our client, consultants Grasscroft have prepared a note setting out Taylor Wimpey's comments in relation to the C is included in fullresponse. In summary the note
155/19/C15/1C/US1-4 Paul Nellst [Avison Young on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 s /A Lc o provides comment on the proposed approach to the draft LPVA, the appraisal methodology, the used and h ighout the district. [ provided in the representors full |No suggested amendments made. Yes
response.]
us/a
. o of open sps to the topography of the land, there may be limited opportunities to retain fat areas of open space for some of the typologies specified in the Open
00 Space and Playing Pitch Asssessment.
155/20/C15/LC/US1 Paul Nellst [Avison Young on behaif of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 Bty N/A Lc us/1 No suggested amendments Yes
As demonstrated through the supporting masterplan for the site, the site could provide a total area of 26.7ha of open space which would significantly exceed the expected requirement. The site therefore presents an opportunity.
o provide both the Carnforth / Rural area and Lancaster area with a farge area of publicly accessible open space. [Further in response.]
The evidence base of Policy EN7 as presented fails to appropriate attribute weight to the evolving character of the area around site allocation SGS. As suuch the policy has potenital to uncessarly restrict development in some parts
of the site which would not be expected to resent in significant adverse effects following the maturity of newly implemented landscape treatments. This couold reduce the potential development yield and affect site viabilty.
Further to this the cannot with any effects of all options for this site, some of which may contain mitigation measures to reduce adverse effects on landscape character.
us/1
EHPVEGIEIE) N— ison Young on behalf o Taylor Wimpey Srategic Policies & Lond Alocations DPD Chopter 15 5609 m L us/2 If the principle of protected 'Urban Setting Landscape' (USL) isto be retained then thata P method of this would be through a strategic policy which does not seekto | That the USL designation is removed from the SG North Lancaster Strategic Ste, if it i to remain then an alternative boundary (as suggested as part of this submission) should be included which reflects the maturity of the ves
5610 us/3 [ lopment but establish are valued about a site and its context. f 2 USL must be defined then we would recommend amendments to this which attributes g o p
us/a the inevitable maturity of landscape treatments associated with the AG83. A suggested boundary i provided as part of Taylor Wimpey's full submission.
[Whilst Taylor Wimpey's position remains that a UsL line should not be included on the proposals map, and a suggested USL line i included as part of these p Randall
Thorp are prepared to continue to work with the Counci on this matter. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
5609 Us/1
155/22/C15/LC/Us182 Paul Nellst [Avison Young on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 s /A Lc o With regard to the , there appear to be between the content of this paper and the direction of Policy DM2. [Taylor Wimpey respectfully request that the wording the in be corrected with Policy DM2 of ™ DPD, Yes
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5609 us/2
011/01/C15/LC/US284 Philip Newby /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 o /A 1c Ve Strong obiection to the development o thissite [Policy SG9] which s Belt. The area lack and is home to a range of wildife. The land remains in active farming. o remove the allocation G from the Local Plan. Yes
122/06/5G10/LC/5 Tim Bettany - Simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5610 /A Lc s The trust welcome criteria IV in terms of cycling and walking linkages and opportunites for improvement along the Lancaster Canal. No suggested amendments made No
Policy $G9 and SG10 of the DPD seeks to place a number of requirements on the North Lancaster Strategic ite including pedestrian public ransport, uilty affordable housing, heating systems,
us/1 infrastructure for electric vehicles, education, open space, road network However, it does not appear that ustified and)/or based o robust evidence. For example the Infrastructure Delivery
us/2 Schedule lacks detail on anticipated costs and funding and does not provide sufficient certainty. The DPD must not place overly burdensome the point that are threatened. The evidence to support these requirements should be clearly set out or signposted in
155/06/5G10/LC/US1-4 Paul Nellst How P behalfof Taylor Wi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5610 /A 1c e
/ auiels fanning on benaftof Tavior Wimpey atcglc Polcies & Land Allocations apter / us/3 the DPD and it should be made clear in Policy SG9:and / or SG10 that these requirements are subject ot viabilty testing. “
us/a The Plan must not place unt burdensom; to the point that viabilty and deliverabilty is impacted. The Council must ensure that any such infrastructure requirements are justified
and based on robust and up-to-date evidence. As this is not the case, Taylor Wimpey reserve the right to comment further on these matters in the future. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
st for Part 2.3 of the Identified Stes: Land: d Visual A 15'n relation to land at Hammerton Halland land at Beaumont Hall together with the key points made in th t summary whereby i
021/05/S69/LC/US3 David Alexander N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 15 5609 /A Lc us/3 ong support for Part 2.3 of the entified Sites: Landscape and Visual Assessments' in relaion to land at Hammerton Hall and land at Beaumont Hal, together with the key points madie n the asssessment summary wherebYin | gy importance of landscape and visual impact n this senstive area to the north of the cty leads me to the apinion that these sites should be held in + priority tes are taken up, No
any future development of the stes, there is a strong priority given to landscape and visual ammenemtn in order to try and creats when moving countryside.
us/s1 Itis our clients view that Policy SG11 and SG12 are interlinked and we welcome th 1 from the Council o align these policies to ensure that they are structured ths It would be beneficial for SGL1 to be master-
051/11/SG11/LC/US5.183 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se11 /A Lc J s our clients view that Policy SG11 and SG12 are interlinked and we welcome the approach from the Council o align these policies to ensure that they are structured the same. It would be beneficialfor SG1L to be master No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/3 planned in connection with SG12.
The Trust support the thrust of this policy in terms of criteria V and the submission of a detailed design statement recognising it location in relation to the canal, criteria VIl providing a positive inter-relationship with the Canal and ~ |The supporting text to the policy at paragraph 16.7 should be expanded in relation to the bridge crossing of the canal to include:
links to Policy T3 and criteria VIl which maximising the waterside setting and delivering improvements.
122/07/5G11/16.7/LC/5 Tim Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s611 167 1c s ‘Any bridges or other structures crossing the canal would have to consider various navigation constraints including navigationa ai draft, potential for vessel debris and impact. Furthermore, any crossing across the No
In relation to providing a crossing over the cana, it should be added that any bridges or structures would have to consider the various navigational constraints. Furthermore, any crossings would require close liaison with the Trust | navigation would require close liaison with the Trust in terms of design (which would enhance the canal corridor), necessary height clearance and the carrying out of any works. Consideration and a mechanism for the
in terms of design, height clearance and carrying out the works. Consideration of maintenance would also have to be considered longoing maintenance of the new bridge would also need to be addressed."
Homes England is the owner of ths ste and welcomes the allocation for residential ed development. We also endorse the requirement for a masterplan led approach and would confirm our ntent to work with the Council and
t llaborati ths regard
105/03/5611/1C/US3 icols Elsworth tomes England Stategic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 16 so11 . . s partnersn a collaborative manner i tis regar ::\\:\: 5:::‘(0 require investigation as part of a future masterplan of new access between site SG11 and SG13 if feasible / deliverable having regard to site constraints and the need to ensure a viable, deliverable o
[Although adjacent to the SG12 site there are considerable changes inlevels which may make it very difficult to establish a vehicular access betweent the two sites. Policy SG11 states that the Councilintend to prepare a prent.
Development Brief for the site which will st out more detail. Although not specifically a matter for this Local Plan, Homes England would suggest that any Brief should align with finalised policy for these sites.
The site would appear to impact upon known and proven ted with Lundsfield Quarry which are clearly identified in the Lancashire Minerals and Waste Local Plan. It s acknowledged that sand and gravel
resources in Lancashire are depleted.
The proposed access directly onto Back Lane could prejudice the use of this lane for HGVs accessing and egressing Back Lane Quarry and it link to Junction 35 of the M6. The M6 Quarry Link Road was specifically buit for ths
118/01/5G11/NLCS/USa Nick Horsley Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s611 N/A Ne/s us/a purpose and creating aresidential access onto Back Lane would prejudice this objective. Back Lane Quarry produces over a million tonnes of imestone tes, asphalt and concrete products hich are critical to [ Deletion of the policy will ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NP as it applies to minerals safeguarding, the safeguarding of minerals nfrastructure and the Green el Yes
regional nfrastructure,
Policy SG11 confiicts with NPPF paragraph 143 which seeks to ensure that known locations of specific mineral resources and infrasturcture are not needlessly steriised by non-mineral development. Safeguarding mineral resources
is a sustainable practice and accords with national policy. Policy SG11.is therefore unsound as t confiicts with in relation d Green Belt
611
167/10/5611-12/1C/5 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 o N/A 1c s In principle our client welcomes the allocation of strategic housing sites within Carnforth, however the Council must make sure a sufficient choice of employment land is available to help deliver this growth No suggested amendments made Yes
Policy SG11 does not include the Carnforth Rangers Footballground. The Club is an integral part of the community and recent growth means the club now wishes to secure ts future to deliver a organised football training and
asociated faciites. Iterest has been shown in acquiring the existing ground (which o Homes England in that the land i fit for development together with the wider area
se11 us/1 of Lundsfield Quarry as designated under SG11
133/01/C16/LC/US183 Neil Wakeman Carnforth Ranger Football Club Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A L v To include the Carnforth Ranger Football Ground within the wider allocation of SG11. Yes
se13 The reason for this isthat th by area shown under SG11 to include the football ground because it would then confirm that the ground would have potentialfor
development and enable us to engage better with interested parties to prepare a Brieffor this area but believe 105611 to include the uld be the
most positive outcome.
Our clent is supportive of the allocation of this ite for residential itis deliverable, suitable and avaiable and capable over our the release of the site
from the Green Belt to facltate residenital and economic growth.
Itis noted that there are a number of requirements which are to be delivered as part of the site. We continue to P read in conjunction with Policy SG13. Our clent
considers that the policy requirements are too onerous and recommends that the Council works with the developer to ascertain which requirements are achievable. the Council has also stated that they will prepare a Development
/2 Brief to address these matters but to date no such document has been produced.
051/12/5G12/LC/US284 Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A L e No suggested amendment made. Yes
It he range identified Paragraph 204 of the NPPF, our client s agreeable to the provision of affordable homes but d it the 4 in the Policy.
The approach proposed s likely to render any scheme for the site as unviable and will be contrary to paragraphs 173 and 204 of the NPPF.
The policy includes the need for highway improvements and cycling and walkng links. Whilt our clientis supportive in principle of these matters, clarification is required from the Councilas how they envisage these to be delivered,
because these are not within our clents tified in previous there s no rea be included as there is any existing hg i inthe
response.]
With regard to the Stage 1 Transport by WYG, 8 v p usedto f the emerging Local itis not p
have been taken the Site Allocat Chapter 1 of the g tinclude an up to d therefore
" schemes
us/1
us/2 In essense th of adding tog ighway impacts of individual We question  testing the above on a ‘worst case” scenario given the
051/31/LC/Us1-4 an Gilbert Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A Lc v TR e e eelopment e . No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/a
It the Councilto rely. the levels of p the C to estrit the PRIy OAN. The stage 1 transport
o acheive that aim. pply on the basis of t W impacts or the likely mitigation. [Further detail
provided in the representors full response.]
[With regard to the Stage 2 Transport Assessment undertaken by WYG, concen is raised over the costs which have been included for South Carnforth which do not appear to have been factored into any assessment of viabilty of
s the Council's proposed allocations. The Councifs proposed method of funding for the majority o the through , with have been provided n a number of
instances.
us/2
051/32/LC/Us1-4 an Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s612 /A Lc v sj : e e et e Yes
e It remains our 0P a'wish s by the C ¢ the viabilty impact: ted and trategic sit hit
remains ou & provided by the Council egarding the impact of costs on individual site llocations that the Local Plan as draited has the abilty to threaten the vabiliy of any scheme. [Further
detail provided in the representors ful response.]
With regard to the viabiiy assessments prepared by Lambert Smith Hampton (LSH), the applicant has laised wht the Council durin the draft of the documents, however we note that the feedback provided to LSH has not been
considered across the assessment, particularly in regard to our clients ste at SG12
us/1
us/2 whilst der the it ble of offer the ke that applied t fthe site. As set out by the Council those include public transport, education, recreational
051/33/LC/US1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A 1c Us;g e e e o D et o A K R S T e N E I hould make use of values as described in full response. Yes
us/a
We disagree with the land values set out i the vabiliy assessments, the £200k per acre s very low and it s not clear what the justifcation for this valuation is. Local agents have suggested a level of £350k per acre after an
allowance is made for / [Further in the representors ful response.]
@R With regard to the vibility assessments prepared by Lambert Smith Hampton (LSH) it will be important that abnormal costs are reflected in pecific modellings. However, notwithstanding the above for the
i purposes of the Stage 2 Viabilty have been modelled and LSH has assumed no 5106 costs in order ot assess position for the district.
051/34/LC/Us1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 5612 N/A Lc o The viabilty assessment should be re-run with more appropriate land values included. Yes
& We consider that with the re-assessment of the site based on accurate land values, and with in relaton to aking f the viabilty assessment -
see representors full response for detail - that the site would be found to be unviable with allthe proposed costs taken into account.[Further detal provided in the representors full response.]
With regard to the Lancaster District Playing Pitch & Outdoor Sports Strategy, we support the assessment of the Carnforth Rangers FC site as a site atrisk. We support the recognition within the report that proposed development in
the locality provides an opportunity to relocate the club in relaiton to new and improved faciities. We agree with the KKP report where it states that the nature of future management of new improved facilties is yet to be
051/35/L/s lan Gilbert Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 N/A Lc s estabiished. We also agree that the opportunity provides the chance to deliver a broader and more centralised offer for outdoor sport n the area. No suggested amendments made. Yes
However, it s stressed that caution should be exercised in overcommitting the proposed allocations at SG11 and SG12 n terms of their abilty to deliver financial contributions.
[We have no substantial points to make in relation to the Council's updated landscape evidence. We support that the proposed site alloctions at SG11 and S12 have not been identified for a locallandscape designaiton. We have o
051/36/L/5 lan Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 5612 N/A Lc s objection to the identifcation of landscape buffer between Back Lane and the M) as the site forms a key buffer site separating y habitat. It will be imp e dments mad Yes
Councilto note the buffering effect th y has between and the eastern edge of Carnforth and the extent to which that function willstil continue as allocations for South Carforth are brought forward
Criteria Vil should be redrafted to read
Criteria Vil outiines that amongst other matters landscaping should seek to enhance th tion on the canal. It pograpt from the canal and the site has a relatively narrow boundary with the | o 10w ve redrafted to rea
Proposals should seck to maximise of this location and provides in terms of providing an attractive waterside frontage and include the submission of asuitable and appropriate
canal, nonetheless tis considered that this poliy should have the same aspration as other positon i terms of providing a positive inter-relationship with the canal that should be explored through future masterplaning work. [ 2721 Mo Se8 10 mawse e v R e o o B Ao PP
122/08/5612/LC/5 Tim Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 5612 /A Lc s o rouried thon Iancreapie o sock o oefoante the sftes ot alons the Lameastor Camal pography & No
The trust support criteria X in terms of protecting and enhancing the BHS, the trust also support the principle of criteria XV in terms of a pedestrian crossing. It s assumed that the siteis expected to contribute towards the canal P Ping P ®
rossing from the SG11 sit d to an additional crossing however this should be clarified.
ossing from the SG11 site as opposed o an additionalcrossing however this should be carifie Paragraph 16.19 should be expanded to make expl is via the SG11.site and not an additional crossing
The interim SHELAA states that not all potential housing stes have been reviewed and currenty ongoing and luded iterations of the SHELAA. If not all sites have been
us/2 e ing the Local P lete th tof other potentia h ites and determine whether there is aneed to release land from the Green Belt. To meet housing requirements the authority will need
054/06/5G12/LC/US2-3 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A 1c / assessed then the City Council have not fully examined al other reasonable options for meeting its OAN or identified need for development. As a result exceptional circumstances have not been justfied to amend Green Belt efore progressing the Local Plan, complete the assessment of other potential nousing sites and determine whether there s 2 need to release land from the Green Belt. To meet housing requirements the authority will nee Yes
us/3 P——— 10 allocate additional housing sites regardless of any release of land from the Green Belt as explained in representation 050/2.
020/01/5612/LC/Us4 Marcus Hudson Lancashire County Council (Minerals & Waste) Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s612 N/A 1c us/a Support was given to the inclusion of Crterion Vil in Policy SG14 when originally consulted upon in January 2017 however this has now been removed. lts removal has effected the soundness of the plan and must be reinstated. | The reinstatement of Criterion VIl as identified in the Draft Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD, consulted on in early 2017 TBC
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The site would appear to impact upon known and proven ted with Lundsfield Quarry which are clearly identified in the Lancashire Minerals and Waste Local Plan. It s acknowledged that sand and gravel
resources in Lancashire are depleted.
The proposed access directly onto Back Lane could prejudice the use of this lane for HGVs accessing and egressing Back Lane Quarry and its link to Junction 35 of the M6. The M6 Quarry Link Road was specifcally built for this
u d creat idential to Back Lane would biective. Back L ver a millon t 1 halt and itcal t
118/02/5612/NLCS/Usa Nick Horsley Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 se12 /A NLC/S us/a purpose and creating a esidential access onto Back Lane would prej objective. Bac overa milion tonnes o . asphalt an arecrifeal 19 Poetetion of this site will ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NPPF as it applies to of mineral the Green Belt. Yes
regionalinfrastructure. With Back Lane Quarry 102048 and with the that further lmestone be released in the future for subsequent planning permission for deepening or lateral
the site, bringing S learl
Policy SG12 s not sound because it is not consistent with paragraph 143 of the NPPF, Policy SG12 also conflicts with National Green Belt Policy and is contrary to the findings of the 2016 Green Belt Review. The City Council have
failed n its responsibilty to show mineral safeguarding on its Local Plan Policy Maps.
Concerns over the extent of the proposed development at SG12 have been raised at Parish Council meetings at the villages of Nether Kellet, Over Kellet and Arkholme. Back Lane is at this point the western boundary of the Kellet
us/2 Ward, as Ward Councillor | consider this aspect of the plan to be unsound as the land lying immediately to the west of Back Lane are inappropriate for development and should be removed from the Local Plan. Reasons for this
053/01/C16/LC/US2°3 Ciie Roger M: /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s612 N/A Lc Exclusion of the described elements of SG12 from the Local Pl 2
/01/C16/LC/ I Roger Mace 4 rategic Policies & tand Allocations apter / us/3 ek tha ek ane b for 2 au o for B e e whic would vpacton s for quary raTic and et he bRy o th quay.Th i i i same pldces consleraly werthan the el fthe e, clusion of the described elements of rom the tocal Plan ©
he land plays a significant role in the North Belt and the filds contain a times of heavy rain provided
strong obiection to the allocation of land south of Windermere Road, Carnforth. The site lies within the North Lancashire Green Belt and its release from this designation is considered to be d
I y 2 I ry of ths str riod ven the numer r ra large proporti housing
30/02/SCLUNLC U284 - elon Binns Planning on behalf of KC: Statesic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 16 ss12 WA /s us/. contrary to nationa planning policy. The delivery of tissrategi it over the plan period i questionable given the numerous nfastructure constraints. The it is expected to delier  large proportion o the housing requirement | oo ey o
Ltd us/a for Carnforth. tis my clients view that such a heavy reliance on one single ite for deliver is inappropriate. Development of thissite is not sustainable and is not well connected to existing services and infrastructure. [Further detail
provided in the representors full esponse.]
We object to the policy as drafted. The policy overly onerous and paragraph 204 of the NPPF and will render the scheme unviable. The Council need to prepare a proper assessment of the
viabilty of its sought requirements.
us/2 No viabillty work or testing has been undertaken to the IDP. Only estimated costs (in some circumstances) have been provided alongside funding. costs v are
051/13/5G13/LC/US284 Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 s613 N/A Lc No suggested amendment made. Yes
H13/5613/L/ € P d us/a available. Indicative costs have been provided for education only, all of which have been caveated by further investigation is required. 88
It remains our cents view that the IDP remins effectively a ‘wish-list by the Council and does not take into account any. ted with itis Policy SG13 and
IDP is contrary to paragraph 173 and the scale of obligait d will [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
We would wel 1 16.24 of the supporting textof this policy to b ded to any bridges / struct Id need the Furthermore,
122/09/5613/16.24/L/s im Bettany - Simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 16 5613 1624 1c s The trust support the principle of criteia IV in terms of towpath improvements and a pedestrian bridge over the canal. We welcome the reference to an appropriate mechanism for future maintenance of the bridge. e would welcome paragrap ° o s poliey o any bridges / structures would nee e various urthermore No
the canal would req with the Trust i terms of design, height clearance and the carrying out of works.
We would request that the drat Policy SG13 s amended to align with the supporting paragraph 16.26 as the potential cost implications of this requirement will need to be considered in light of other policy requirements to
105/01/5613/1C/US2-3 icols Elsworth tomes England Stategic olces & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 16 613 . . us/2 Homes England acknowledge the proposed policy SG13 which sets out the key requirements to support growth in South Carnforth. We support the principle of securing contributions from SG11 and SG12 n a fair and equal ensure that the developmen of Lundsfield Quarry remains viable and deliverable. Supporting text to Policy SG13 should explain the rationale / need for contributions to secondary school provision a Balrgg Garden Village o
us/3 manner. However, we would highlight that any contributions willneed to be tested against site sp [Further in fullresponse] given the relative location of the Lundsfield Quarry site. Explict reference within Policy SG13 to the need for and on-site to be considered policy and having regard
to'site specific viabilty.
The proposed access directly onto Back Lane could prejudice the use of this lane for HGVs accessing and egressing Back Lane Quarry and itslink to Junction 35 of the M6. The M6 Quarry Link Road was specifcally buitt for this
purpose and creating a residential access onto Back Lane would prejudice this objective. Back L over a million tonnes of imest tes, asphalt and year which are critical to
regional infrastructure. Deletion of this site a it applies to South Carnforth will ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NPPF as it applies to minerals safeguard of minerals the Green
118/03/5G13/NLCS/US4. Nick Horsley [Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Chapter 16 5613 N/A NLC/S us/a el el PPl P o PP Yes
Policy SG13 i not sound because it is not consistent with paragraph 143 of the NPPF, Policy SG13 also conflicts with National Green Belt Policy and is contrary to the findings of the 2016 Green Belt Review. The City Council have
failed in its responsibilty to show mineral safeguarding on its Local Plan Policy Maps.
The proposed access directly onto Back Lane could prejudice the use of this lane for HGVs accessing and egressing Back Lane Quarry and itslink to Junction 35 of the M6. The M6 Quarry Link Road was specifcally buitt for this
purpose and creating a residential access onto Back Lane would prejudice this objective. Back L over a million tonnes of imest tes, asphalt and year which are critical to
regional infrastructure. Deletion of thissite a it applies to South Carnforth will ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NPPF as t applies to minerals safeguard of minerals the Green
118/03/5G13/NLCS/USS. Nick Horsley [Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 5614 N/A NLC/6 us/s el el PPl P d PP Yes
Policy SG13 i not sound because it is not consistent with paragraph 143 of the NPPF, Policy SG13 also conflicts with National Green Belt Policy and is contrary to the findings of the 2016 Green Belt Review. The City Council have
failed in its responsibilty to show mineral safeguarding on its Local Plan Policy Maps.
[We maintain our robust objection to the proposed plan n relation to the planned housing land for mineral d i close proximity to near Carnforth
seut us/1
Chapter 16 5612 us/2 flawed for anumber of reasons. The vehicle flows in not appear to tak el of HGV. d
118/06/5G1185G128SG138SCSRHI/NLCS/US1-4 Nick Horsley Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 s613 /A NG5 5 wiht the quarrying activities at these junctions. Th from the Dunald v mothbalied at present. With reserves remaining, the [ No futher suggestons made Yes
Chapter 20 scs o quarry could reopen at any time increasing vehicular flows in the localty. Furthermore th y in vehicle ts from the as of supply in
H1 South Lakeland Back yhasa P pires in 2048 with a gnised mineral is of regional importance. [Further detail provided in the
representors full response.]
National Grid
004/02/5G14/LC/S Hannah Bevins Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 s614 N/A Lc s This allocation is within close proximity of National Grid Infrastructure and due consideration should be given to any Impacts arising from new development. [Further detail provided in full ) dments mad No
/02/SG14/LC/: [Amec Foster Wheeler E&1U © P / proximity ® vime: € pment.| P
nbehalf of National Grid
Natural England consider the plan unsound and non-compliant with the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 201 our Plan Policy SG14 Imperial Road / Port of
Heysham Expansion.
There has been confusion on whether the helipad site that forms part of the allocation site SG14is to be included in the final version of the allocation or not. NE have been of the view since the early stages of the plan that the
o et v, o e Ve & The concerns outline can be overcome with the removal of the helipad roost ite from the site allocations proposal map. The HRA would then need to be updated to ensure the proposed miigation presented in Appendix D
us/1 E b G i reflected in the HRA in order to recortd the final determination of no adverse effect on site integrity.
NC/3 us/2
028/06/5G14/NLC3&4/US1-4 Elizabeth Knowles Natural England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 s614 N/A 2 high tide roost ite. This ste s functionally linked to the Morecambe Bay & Duddon Estuary SPA and Ramsar ste and hold: No
I 4 3 3 4 i NLC/a us/3 A e oo & f the helipad roost i to remain in the site alocation, the HRA should be updated to fully assess e e applying mitigation to ensure no adverse effect on Integrity.
us/a E & g g ST g The outcomes would need to be reflected in the Local Plan. However, there is no evidence to date to suggest how this site could accommodate development without harm to the SPA and Ramsar ite. As such we
recommend the solution presented above to remove it from the development policy i the preferred approach.
s the helipad site is currently included in the site allocation SG14 and will now form part of the Examination process, NE raises on the b is its C DL AANRE e
has been| Furthermore solutions presented in Appendix " of the Local Plan are only acceptable under the scenario of the
Ihelipad roost being outside of the allocat helipad roost site being within the allocation tself. We also raise legal compliance concerns in respect to the Habiftats
Regulations as currently the HRA and Loca Plan are not consistent, [Further detal on this matter i contalned n the fll esponse.]
The Heysham Helipad area should be removed from the allocation in relation to Policy SG14.
us/2 The Local Plan Policies Map that forms part of this consultation includes an important SPA bird roost (Heysham Helipad)as part o the allocation for Policy SG14. Development on this roost site would have an adverse impact on
028/03/5614/LC/US2-3 anet Bagul Natural England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 s614 /A 1c N
/03/5G14LC/ anetBaguley atural Englant rateic Policies & Land Allocations apter / us/3 Morecambe Bay SPA as it is known to be functionally linked land. Soundness could also be improved g in the HRA ded to state beno v ifthe proposed mitigation to minimise (.. the removal of this area from SG14) o
s outin place
[We support the inclusion of the text in paragraph 17.15 which recognises that the land at the Port of Heysham and wider Heysham Gateway has been identified for large and smaller scale built waste management faciites.
160/02/C17/LC/5 David Ad axis PED Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 615 N/A Lc s No suggested amendments mad 2
2vid Adams e rateic Policies & tand Allocations apter / Policy SG15 relates to Heysham Gateway and confirms that a Development Brief is being prepared. We are supportive of a Development Brief and would look to assist the Coucnil where possible in its preparation. We believe thay [0 */88¢sted amendments made. e
to deliver the vision for the area that proposals for suitable uses (outside B type uses) should be supported by the Council
We would wish o see thefollowing amendment and aditon t crierion . Proposalsshould seek o protect aeas which have important biodersiy value, npartcuar Middleton Woods Loca Nature Reserve ~a part of
We are disappointed that the Council's ecological adviser has not been asked to conduct an 1 of this 4 allocation. Whilst we welcome the broad thrust of criterion Il of this policy,inasmuch as this [ Middleton Former Refinery Site of Biological Heritage Site, and where possible provide improvements to the nature reserve in terms of management security and access.
Wildiife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester & North us/3 affords particular protection of the Local we must lodge a on the grounds of omission of policy reference to significant constraints and failure to address related ecological network issues. The
010/02/5615/L/Us3-4 David Dunl Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 615 N/A Lc 2
/02/SG15/LC/ 2id Dunlop Merseyside rateic Policies & Land Allocations apter / us/a olicy as worded fails to address the wider ecological network in context to the allocation site and the opportunities that development afford to preserve, conserve, restore and recreate priority habitats, ecological networks and ~|Additional textis also supplied by the representor which should be including into the policy which seeks to be deliver to gh the restoration, of habitats. ©
protection and recovery of priority species.
[Full version of the suggested text found in the Full Representation from the Wildife Trust.]
that th does not proposed Policy SG15 in relation to the Hey; We reiterate our llocation, within the Morecambe Bay
©h ted by evidence of need for howa v grading the identified the allocaiton,
Wildife Trust for Lancashire, Manchester & North how both nee: 1d overid roposed nd adopted policy DM27 int the proteciton and. the
010/05/SG15/NLCS/US28:385 Kim Wisdom erseysn e Menchester & e Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 17 615 N/A NLC/S us/3 owboth needs wouldoveride el e witthe © (S Further evidence should be provided to support the allocation at SG15 as described Yes
us/s
3 s far as we can acertain, there is no evidence that a comprehensive assessment of the biodiveristy baseline for ths allocation policy has been established, nor that the appropriate hierarchy of avoidance, mitigation and
compensation has been followed in selecting this allocation. We therefore consider the plan to be unsound i s current form
Chapter 17 1 [ e would like to confirm that we are happy with and support the policies which cover the Port of Heysham via Policy SG14 and the future expansion opportunities in Policy EC2. Together the policies help to further promote the
048/01/SGLA&EC2/LC/S Warren Marshall Peel Ports Group Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Pt oo N/A Lc s area of the Port as an essential economic driver for the area. With regard to SG14, land at EC1.6is our preferred expansion land identified by us via previous responses to the plan. The land which has been identified to the east of - [No suggested amendments made No
P the Port would be seen by us to have a support function but not able to be directly assimilated into the Port.
For the avoidance of doubt we would wish to re-iterate our full support to Policy SG14 i relation to the Port of Heysham. However, we objectto any proposed alteration to the Land Allocations DPD which would remove land at
Chapter 17 1 Heysham Helipad from the proposed employment allocation.
048/02/SG14&EC2/LC/S [ warren Marshall Peel Ports Group Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 oo N/A Lc s No suggested amendments made. No
The land in question forms part of our operational port estate and has a long established use as a helipad for the purposes of we any d d i al by the Local Planning
[Authority to be ultravires given its authorised use.
National Grid .
Chapter 17 s614 The statutory safety clearances between overhead lines, the ground and buil structures must not be infringed. To comply with satutory safety clearances the live conductors of National Grid's overhead powerlines are designed to
004/03/LC/5 Lucy Bartley ey pa— Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £C110 N/A Lc s be a minimurm height above the ground. Where chnages are proposed to ground levels beneath an existing line then it s important that ch flevels do not resultin National Grid can i d No
e aan e Chapter 20 H29 on request provide to developers detailed line profile drawings that detail the height of conductors. [Further detail s provided in the full response].
us/1 Policy EC1.15 which relates to Lancaster Business Park, as worded, assumes or implies that the subject land has nan' ' siteover an extended period. In realty, the allocations fromthe urrentPlan |y be reworded ity and include enabling it
198/01/EC1/NLCS/US1-3 Mark Aylward [ATP on behalf of Derwent Holdings Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 Ecol /A NLC/5 us/2 e s o A e T e P o T e e T e e e e S sy - poley ® s a ® Yes
0 tht th resiculand et at Lancaster Business Prk s genunily deliverable over the Plan period
us/3 prepared. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
Our client continues t tthe continued growth and development within Carnforth and the wid to hel tand boost opportunities ic growth. It noted that dments have been made t
051/14/EC1/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 Ecol N/A Lc s v client continues Lo support the contfiued growth and development within Caraforth and the wider area to help support and boost opportunities for economic growth. [tis noted that some amendments have been made £ o suggested amendments made. Yes
some of the employment allocations made across the district since the draft Local Plan consultation.
us/1 Our client notes that the opportunites for new development on sites EC1.2, EC1.3, EC1.4-and EC15 are limited. Each of these sites by devel < local b For the Council to achieve its aspirations for Carforth to be a thriving town in North Lancashire and South Cumbria Policies $PS and EC2 should seek to allocate new employment land within Carnforth. This will also ensure
167/11/ECI/LC/US183 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £col N/A 1c v
fannah Walker arton Willmore on behalf of SCPI Consulting ategic Policies & Land Allocations apter i us/3 unable to grow and stay in Carnforth due to lack of size suitable to meet their needs. Whilst there is land at Carnforth Business Park this s not being actively marketed. that a reasonable choice of sites for b and develop + delays for other sites ©
Policy ECL sets out the established employment the district and support the role of B class uses in th Wast widely accepted as sul d therefore not i ted under the traditional B
olcy ECsets out the established employment areas across the ditrict and support the fole of B class uses I these area. Viaster uses are widely accepted as sul generls and therefore not incorporated under the traditions Policy EC1 should be amended to allow greater flexibiity for those sites and uses which are allocated and brought forward through the waste and minerals local plan. The policy should be amended to ensure that itis
ccot w52 empyoment use. In order for the DPD to be sound and justified these types of uses should also be recognised within the policy. e and clfectue m aecordance mits NOPE
160/03/C18/LC/US2-3 David Adams. [ Axis PED Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD. Chapter 18 ccos N/A e s/ " Yes

Policy ECS sets out the regeneration priority areas in accordance with paragraph 156 of the NPPF. This policy should be amended to provide flexibilty for to come forward tosupport
employment uses, attract other businesses to the area and contribute positively to regeneration. Therefore whilst the allocation is supported Policy ECS should be amended to make reference to the Waste and Minerals Local Plan.

[The allocation of Heysham Gateway within Policy ECS is supported, however for clarity the Policy and supporting text should be amended

to the Waste and Minerals Local Plan.
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National Grid
004/01/£C1.10/LC/S Hannah Bevins e Foster Wheeler €81 U Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £coL10 /A Lc s Thi allocation is within close proximity of National Grid Infrastructure and due consideration should be given to any impacts arising from new. I provided in ful ) dments mad No
on behalf of National Grid
[Trerra Tof the allocation at White Lund Employment Area identities the possibilty that land to the south could be functionall linked o Vi e Bay SPA but this issue has not be included in the policy or th
028/02/EC112/LC/S anet Baguley Natural England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 ecoL12 /A Lc s e e Hecation at White Lund Employment Aves entiies the possiblity that and to the south cold be functionaly ke to Merecambe B2y s fssue has not be includedin the policy or the in order to improve soundness we recommend that this issue should be highlighted and that a project level HRA may be necessary. No
The University consider that Policy EC2 should make reference to the implementation of the Health Innovation Campus. Additional reference should be made within policy textto ancillary education-linked uses given the strong
148/11/EC2/LC/s 1on Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 o2 /A Lc s linkages between the Health Innovation Campus and the Universiy. Associated ancillary uses could include an on-site cafe, other staff and student wellbeing and other facites to support the delivery of a successful Innovation | Further reference should be provided in Poflicy EC2 which provides greater fexibility n uses, reflecting the strong linkages between the Innovation Campus and the Universty Yes
Campus. The University support the Councilaspiration that no B2 or B8 uses are acceptable or appropriate in this location.
The Plan's strategy, informed by the Council's own evidence via the Emplyoment Land Review 2015, requires and to be idenitfied to meet B1 office uses.
us/1
147/01/EC2/LC/US1-2 [ice west Knights Professional Servi Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 o2 /A Lc Policy EC2 should include the allocation of the site at Halton Road / Bay Gateway for employment u Ve
Jovjecz/icl! ce Weston nights Professional Services rategic Policies & Land Allocations apter / us/2 The development of this ste at Halton Road / Bay Gateway would align well with f the plan and the underpins it by securing a balanced porfolio o land n the district and helping to improve. |72/ £€2 shouldinclude the allocation o the siteat Halton Road / Bay Gateway for employment uses e
employment mix. Given this siteis ideally placed in delivering the Council's overall strategy and yet it s omitted from Policy EC2 we consider the plan is ot justifed. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
Us/1
18/ ECNCIISLS onathon Wallace hfildson behal of CommerelalEsotesPrajects SuateePolicies & Lond Allcatons 0PD Chapter 18 ccor A o US;Z Despite references to South Lancaster Business Park at Polcy SP5 , no allocation of employment land is proposed in Policy EC2. It is unsound to include such a vague commitment within Policy SPS and EC2 given that the [References to the business park should be omitted from the DPD, and any potential employment land within the Garden Village can be properly explored through the preparation of a masterplan in conjunction with
e identification of South Lancaster Business Park as a forma allocation cannot be justified. landowners and developers.
Policy EC3 sets out the need for the site to be allocated and clearly identifies a number of constraints which will need to be addressed as they will have an impact on the design and layout of new development. Comments have been|
We seek the Councifs confirmation that during the process of preparing the Plan that the Counci have b re of the HSE requirements for the pipeline which passes through the EC3 allocation. We would t
009/01/EC3/1C/s Catherine Newton BellIngram Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £co3 /A 1c s raised in previous rounds of consuitation over the presence of the North West Ethylene Pipeline which passes through the site allocation East - West. We have never received any acknowledgement that the pipeline interests have 1o e o oo * Confirmation that during the process of preparing the Plan that the Councy have been aware of the HSE requrements for the pipeline which passes through the £C3 allocation. e would again sugges No
thatin this instance it would also be appropriate to include the route of the pipeline on the Local Plan Policies Map and/or identified along with other relevant considerations within the wording of Policy EC3
been taken into account when allocating this or any other sites in the Proposed Plan.
The Trust support criterialin terms of landscaping to mitigate the impact on Galgate Marina and the setting of the canal, criteria IV to protect and enhance the BHS, criteria V to ensure drainage proposals to not have a detrimental
122/10/EC3/LC/S Tim Bettany - Simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 ECO3 N/A e s PP Ping & P 1 e " P g 8 prop No suggested amendments made. No
effect on the canal and criteria Vil n contributing to improving cycling and walking links along the canal,
We note that the to that at the site must be based around and support the agricultural industry. As set out i representations to the draft Local lan in 2017 this is not acceptable to
us/1 L& 25 the lon term viabilty and sustainability of the Agri-Business Centre requires other complementary businesses that will aithough likely, not necessarily be related to the agricultural industry. We would refer to the positive
109/01/EC3/18 36815 39/LC/US14 ciire pess cushman & Wakefeld on behalf o the LeX Group Pe | srategic poficies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 18 cos 1836 o us/2 impact that the L&K scheme at Junction 36 has had on the local area. the inclusion of complementary businesses s crucial to ensure development is deliverable. The wording of Policy EC3 and supporting text to includk b necessarily related to the to ensure the long the Agri-Business Centre and a revision of the Local ves
1839 us/3 Plan Policies Map to include allof the land up to the Preston / Lancaster Road including the Listed Buildings and entire farm complex.
us/a [We note that previous requests to provide aterations to the boundary have not been reflected i the Local Plan, the allocation boundary should seek to include further land to the north-east and south-west of the site, including all
he existing farm buildings and Grade Il Listed Farm house fronting onto Preston / Lancaster Road (A6). [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
171/02/EC3/1c/us3 Anne Windsor N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 o3 N/A 1c us/3 If of such ] the Garden Villge prop 't this be more in keeping with the concept of a Garden Vilage? This should be given due consideration No suggestment amendments made. No
(Central Carnforth continues to be 1dentified as a regeneration priority area which i supported by our cent. It i noted that this includes reference to connectvty linkages between our cients ste and the town centre which s a
051/15/ECS/LC/s Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £cos /A L s e e & prierity pported by ty linkags No suggested amendments made. Yes
principle which is supporte
us/1 i tsustainabl wih in Carnforth the Council must allocat loyment land within the Local Plan. This will act as a catalyst iton of the tre to allow Carnforth to continue to b
167/12/ECS/LC/US183 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £cos N/A 1c ! Our clent support the Councif ambitions to regenerate Carnforth as an attractive place to work and five. The brand association of Porsche with the town willact s a catalyst for regeneration within the town. © support sustainable economic Browth in Carnforth the Council must allocate new employment land within the Local Plan. This willact as  catalyst for regeneraiton of the town centre to allow Carnforth to continue to be Yes
us/3 an attractive place for people to live and work
Us/1
N/ us/2 Flood defences on the River Lune are highly unsound. posed flood d then have regular Itis ot teed solution and could There is concern that f the proposed
080/02/18.67/NLC4-5/US1-4 anet Taylor Friends of Denny Beck Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £cos 1867 [Remove the flood wall from the plan. Hard engineering on this scale is an issue. Yes
fO2/38.67/NLCA-5/ " v & P N5 us/3 wall goes ahead the increase risks in the Halton / Denny Beck area and create a bottleneck. [Further detail provided in the repr P P gineering
us/a
Us/1
us/2 Travis Perk I rt the wording o Policy ECS given it support the redevelopment of the area 1 as residential, Travis Perkins would only caution on the wording within th ring text which
165/01/ECS/LC/US1-4 Ryan McTeggart L Hearn on behalf of Travis Perkins. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 £cos /A 1c 4 ravis Perkins generally support the wording of Polcy ECS given i support the redevelopment of the area for uses such as residential Travis Perkdns would only caution on the wording within the supporting text which fequires .o council need to be ciear that the proposed wording willbe effective and justfied. Currently there is no evidence which has been provided to demonstrate this Yes
us/3 comprehensive development of these sites given they are in muliple ownerships.
us/a
£Cos Lancaster University fully supports these policis, Lancaster U distict’s largest higher education provider and its contribution to the economic output of Lancaster, the Universty |Itis recommended that a new site-specific policy for Lancaster University be included within the plan, the new policy should support sustainable growth of the University Campus where it accords with planning policy, the
148/12/EC6-T/LC/S 1n Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 18 /A L s 1y fully supp polictes, & gest g P P g i pecifc policy v plan. poliey i & ¥ Came! planning policy, Yes
o7 requests a bespoke site-specific policy for the University Campus. A Lancaster University Policy would ensure that the Plan clearly provides in planning policy supportfor the University. development of a masteplan / framework for the wider University campus and appropriate developmetn within an expanded Lancaster University Campus.
not been used to the proposed highway which would the traffc flows and routes across
Lancaster. Thisis considered appropriate to assess the impact of the Local Plan for the 2023 assessments because the proposed maj is unlikely to be p by this point. Itis not, considered
approrpiate or 2033 s, 8 this basis s unlikely be representive of the condition in future year scenarios
Chapter 18 £co3 us/1
109/04/EC3RHS/LC/US1&3 Claire Pege Cushman & Wakefield on behalf of the L&K Group Plc Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chaprer 18 s /A Lc Usja N suggested manedments made. Yes
o Itis unclear whether the Council have taken into would part of any planned , such as the junction 33 of the M6. This should be clarfied because
one conducting this way Councildo proposed homes at Wyresdale Road and the Agri-Business Park to be reliant on any of ths strategic
infrastructure. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
We wish to strees that our clients wish to see this land north of Lancaster removed from the Green (as i proposed by the Plan) and are proposing to bring site for high to
G o si2 see land noth of Halton Road, for such purposes
147/05/EC28ENS/LC/US284 Matthew Wedderburn Knights Professional Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD peienind e /A Lc e Policy EC2 should include the allocation of the site at Halton Road / Bay Gateway for employment uses. Policy EN8 should be removed from the Local Plan Yes
o s stated in our original our plan d as a result of the omission of the site from Policy EC2 and its inclusion as an Area of Separation under Policy EN8. We do not believe thereis
sufficient evidence to ustify ts inclusion under Policy EN8 and in ignoring opportunities for econormic growth the Plan s not consistent with national planning policy. [Further detail provided i the representors full response.]
051/16/TC1/1C/s Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 Tco1 N/A 1c s Policy TC1 identifies Carnforth as a market town and a key service centre which does not align to Policy SP2. Consistency of terminology is required between Poliies P2 and TCL. Yes
[We welcome the allocation of a new urban local centres wihtin the retail hierarchy but note that the scale and locality of the size of centre i still being considered by the Council including whether the provision comprises a single
s local centre o two separate allocations.
169/12/TCHLC/USS.183 onathan Wallace Lichfilds on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 Tco1 N/A c prers Clarfication should be provided that the centre in Bairigg Garden Village should be at a district centre scale, not a local centre, Yes
In light of the evidence base which accompanies the Local Plan and the current retail hierarchy there is clearly a lack of significant convenience retailing provision to the south of the River Lune. On this basis the new faciites at
Bailige Garden Village should be of 2 District Centre scale in order to ensure that it is sufficient to meet existing and forecast need for residents. Without such modifications Policy TCLis considered unsound.
100/13/TC1/LC/s David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemare Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 Tco1 /A L s The principle of the creation of a new lacal centre as part of the East Lancaster Strategic ite is supported. No suggested amendments made. Yes
163/10/TC1/LC/s David Diggle Turley on benaif of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 Tco1 N/A 1c s Peel supports the recognition within the Plan of the important role that the proposed development at the Garden Villge will have in the delivery of community infrastructure. No suggested amendments made Yes
Taylor Wimpey supports Policy TC1.12 of the DPD which limits the localcentre in scale to meet localised need. Taylor Wimpey consider that the DPD should maintain the local centre imited to a scale to meet localised need which
155/07/TCL12/L/5 paul Nellst HOW Planning on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 TCoL12 /A L s v pey supp v " pey No suggested amendments made. Yes
does not impact on the function and viality of other centres in the localty.
We welcome the Councif Policy TC: o in Village in Policy SG1. Such facilties willbe crucial to ensure that the Garden Vilage
169/13/TC3/LC/S lonathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Estates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 19 TCo3 N/A c s " Y Y P ot Lanet B v 8¢ INo suggested amendments to make. Yes
U/
us/2 Barton Wil behalf of Storey Homes h ded full and detailed sub lation to land at Ashton Road, Lancaster. D  th received these have not b d and
106/02/H1/LC/US1-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalfof Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL N/A 1c us;; con e viewed i ullanly, e nove provided ulland detaled submisons n reaton toland atAshion foad, tancaster bue orte avenotheen o gand amendments are provided within the representors full response. Yes
us/a
P table which relates t tent site ref d site locations throughout.
The sites are not clearly marked on the proposals map because the reference numbers don't match the policy. I is extremely difficult to relate this table to the table in Policy SP. The same site can have different references and a ~ | €7@ 2 f2ble which refates to consistentsite references and site locations througho!
different site location. It s difficult to det here the sites identified in H1 SP6. Atotal of 6,938 dwellingsis indicated but this includes the whole of Bailrigg Garden Village which will ot deliver 3,500 within the pl
054/07/H1/LC/US3 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL /A 1c us/3 Hfferent ste location. t s difficut o determine where the sies identifed n H1 appear in e e e Ly o o 11 Which Wi ot defler 5,500 Wit 11 P |prepare a table that has totals and sub-totas that can be identified in Policy SP6 and housing trajectory. Yes
period, therefire the 6,938 s totally misleading, The strategic sites will not deliver the suggested number of dwellings in the plan period. More smaller sites should be identified that can be built quickly by small and medium sized
house build
ouse builders. [The planning authority should complete the SHELAA and identify all sites above a certain size threshold which are considered suitable for housing development.
us/1
Ve Given the live planning application on DOS4 which i seeking up to 263 residential units and this only covers part of the Lune IndustrialEstate, it s suggested that the capacity is increased in Policy H1 to circa 300 dwellings.
165/03/H1/LC/US1-4 Ryan McTeggart L Hearn on behalf of Travis Perkins Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hot N/A Lc s Increase the capacity for housing identified in Policy H1 for the Lune Industral Estate to circa 300 dwellings. Yes
Ve It should b figures idered tobe d ensure of dwellings in light of the significant upliftin housing identified in the housing trajectory.
[The land at Fair View, Torrisholme is referenced in the new SHELAA as developable and in the Landscape Survey as neutralin terms of harm and cumulative impact. The information in the Landscape, Townscape and Visual Field
us/1 Survey would seem to contradict this statement in the SHELAA.
158/02/H1/LC/US18284 Stuart Booth WPC Planning on behalf of Mr Needham Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL N/A 1c us/2 The land at be allocated for the Local Plan. Yes
us/a The site could be readily developed with ittle impact on the wider area or unduly harmful impact upon the setting of Torrisholme Barrow. We maintain our submission that be allocated for n
the Local Plan.
Policy H1 is misleading in that that planning for housing within a 2 has now expired at L Appraisal recog need to
Deletion of the reference to Lundsfield Quarry wil ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NPPF as it applies to minerals safeguarding, the safeguarding of mineral nd the Green
118/05/HI/NLCS/US4 Nick Horsley Mineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hol /A [ us/a taken into minerals plan or ] o thesafeguarding of minerals. Housing development on hisland would confic with national and loalpolcy as it apples to [ " ° 1€ reference fo undfeld Quarrywillensure that the plan s sound in terms ofthe requirements of the NPPF 2t applies fo minerls of minerals andthe Greer Yes
Green Belt and Minerals Safeguarding.
Us/1
Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood us/2 Proposed Policy H1 makes clear that the C P anumber of identified We fully endorse the proposed allocation of the Lune Industrial Estate for residential purposes
126/04/H1/LC/US1-4 Michael Gilbert Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL N/A Lc The indicative capacity for the site should be raised to 250 dwellin v
chacl Gilber Holdings ategic Polices & Land Allocations apte / us/3 and can confim the land represents an important brownfield opporutnity. However, we consider the indicative capacity s too low and that the allocation should be for approximately 250 dwellings. @ ndicative capaciy for the site should be raised to 250 dwellngs. ©
us/a
The Local Plan is based on the delivery of | have anumber must be addressed wintin the Policy. inclusion o further would
103/03/H1/LC/US1 Daniel Hughes PWA Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hol N/A Lc us/1 deliver housing in the shorter term which are not restricted by infrastructure constraints. These should be included in Policy H1. This will help ensure that housing does come forward at the rght time and in the right place. In this [Land to the West of Watery Lane should be included in a residentialallocation under Policy H1 Yes
regard land to the west of Watery L in meet these  should be included in Policy H1. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Us/1
[ ——— raham Love it & Love Planning an behalfof Oskmere Homes Srategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD Chapter 20 wor A o us/2 Our cients land to the east of Fulwood Drive, Bare can make a valuable contribution to boosting housing supply and specifically the supply for Morecambe. The site is avbalable now, a suitzbl location for development and able to [In the event that the Slyne-with-Hest Neighbourhood Plan does not progress n time the City Council has to resume responsibily for local planning in this area and the land to the east of Fulwood Drive should be added to ves
us/3 deliver wihtin the first five years of the plan. [Further detail provided in the representors fullresponse.] Policy Hi. for 140 dwellings.
us/a
The Local Plan should include (and facilate the Plans to include) a greater range of non-strat can be delivered quickly in the early part of the plan period without the need for
Oakmere maintains its objections set out n regard of and to the East of Fulwood Drive and its omission from Policy H1 of reviewed the 2018 SHELAA and are pleased to note that it supports significant infrastructure.
us/1 development within the northern parcel of the ste. O have of this ste, including an llustrative masterplan, landscape and visual appraisal,
IS e it & Love Planning on behalfof Oskmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Albocations DPD Chapter 20 or m " us/2 heritage appraisa, transport appraisal, ecoology &flood risk are provided as part of the resp support the ths ste. (Oakmere Homes has put forward land to the east of Fulwood Drive for inclusion in the Slyne-with-Hest Neighbourhood Plan as asite allocation wiht the capacity for approximately 140 new dwellings to meet dentified needs ves
us/3 of Morecambe which cannot be solely met by regeneraiton n the town
us/a The faiiure of the Local Plan to plan for and provide sufficient new housingis akey concern and it is not sound without further modification to ensure that all o certainly substantially more, of the identified housing need is met.
[Further detail provided in the representors full response.] i the event that ih-Hest do not progress in time with of , the City Councilhas to P y i of result this site should
e identified under Policy H1 o the Strategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD.
s P f the East L Strategic Site and former Ridge Lea Hospital under Policy HL. S Properties note that some 900 and 70 dwell tivel ticipated to be delivered
100/10/HI/LC/S David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL /A 1c s eemore of the rategic ite and former Ridge Lea Hospital under Policy H1. Seemore Properties note Ihat some 900 and 70 dwelings respectively are anticipated to be delivered o ¢ ogegteq amendments made. Yes
through the plan period, the final capacity willinevitably be determined via a masterplanning exercise undertaken during the preparation of a planning application.
s/ In the draft Local Plan the land at Bowerham Lane was ncluded for residential purposes but has now been removed. It i recommended that for consistency the land at Bowerham Lane is re-identified n the plan for housing to
049/03/H1/LC/US 18384 Chris Middlebrook Steven Abbott Associates Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL N/A e us/3 purpe v L e |Amend Policy H1 to include the site at Bowerham Lane as an allocation for 25 houses. Yes
e reflect the current planning status of the ste.
us/1
planning on behalfof KC vz Policy H dentifies two housing sites in Carnforth, land to the South of Windermere Road and land at Lundsfield Quarry. Both are challenged sites and delivery is not expected in the short term. There s a need to idenify further
030/01/H1/NLCS/US1-4 Helen Binns b 3 Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HoL /A NG5 s land in the Carnforth area for housing which i not constrained and can deliver hosuing in the frst few years of the plan. Specifiall, it is considered that land to the east of Scotland Road should be allocated and identified in Policy [ Land to the East of Scotiand Road, Carnforth should be allocated for housing and identified under Policy HL. Yes
e 1 for housing, The site is approximately 17 hectares and could deliver up to 238 dwellings. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response along with supplementary information on the land East of Scotland Road.]
oL Policies H & H2 identify the sources of supply on allocated sites I both the urban and rural area. We h ber of ver th T+ and consider there to b Ber of tencies between the tabh
051/17/H1-2/LC/US3 Dan Mitchell Barton Wilmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 o N/A 1c us/3 e e aeme oo st s ©f supply on alfocated sites i both the urban and rure area. We have a number of concerns over tis 3pprosch and consider there fo be @ number of inconsistencies becween the tables Inconsistencies between SPS, HL and H2 should be addressed. Yes
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s G
n broad terms, our client support the d s in urban areas. Outside of the urban areas our client consider that the Council's approach to the distribution is unclear and potneital
provides a departure from the planning objectives and Policy SP2.
There is a real lack of evidence to support the approach set out by the Council in rural areas. issilent or rural housing needs. of
ettlements, no evidence is provided in examining how completed, committed and allocated housing will respond to housing needs and whther this is sufficient to supply the vitality and vibrancy of rural services in the context of
ot the NPPF. As such ts diffcult to understand whether the Local Plan i effective in meeting rural development needs are in line ith Council Objectives. The Councilshould seek to identify a illses s a proportion of the housing requirement which is considered responsive to development needs and proportionate for
106/19/H1-2/C/US3 Craig Barnes Barton Wilmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 s /A Lc us/3 the role of these settlements within hierarchy. In view of wihti the wider plan area it is considered that a high proportion of this shold be directed to the rural area Yes
Itis unclear whether the allocations set out in Policy H2 are sufficient to meet the needs of made. It plan provides for including Hornby and Slyne-with-Hest where at this stage lttle or no allocations are proposed.
of provides an on which needs of the rural area.
The absence of information on housing need means that the Local Plan does not provide a sufficient basis for Neighbourhood Plans to be prepared. Emerging national planning policy requires local planning authorities to define the
housing req Plans. The lack of a pr will mean that will be planning from the Council on how to prepare their plans in accordance
with the strategic approach to devel t. [Further in full response.]
The HBF re ds that the ite fr: rk include ific monitoring t in relation to the delivery of h llocaitons including (but not restricted tc stent failure t 't its housing requirement,
| The HBF recommends that the Plan allocations more sites than required to meet the housing requirement as a buffer. This buffer should be sufficient to deal with any under delivery which is likely to occur from some sites. Such an © ‘ecommends that the monitoring framework includes spectfic monitoring trggers n relation to the delfvery of housing allocaitons including (but not restricted to) persistent failure to et ts housing requireme
HO1 us/L approach would be consistent with the NPPF requirements to plan positively and be flexible. The HBF recommends that as large a contingency as possible (circa 20%) to the overall housing land supply to provide sufficient flexibility. fack of 5 year supply and additional household growth information identifying an increased need for new housing. There willalso be 2 need for appropriate actions and timescales to be identified if targets are not met.
097/05/H182/LC/US18384 1oanne Harding Home Builders Federation Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hoz N/A L us/3 PP a plan positively ® gency as € PRIy to P g Yes
us/a Taking into consideration the timeframe for preparing a plan, it s considered that the production of a revised p: tbe the quick solution to non delivery. A o hwould be to intraduce furth
/ The HBF does the delivery of h d seek that the housing requirement will be delivered, particularly given the reliance and use of Broad Areas of Growth and Strategc Sites. 2Kihe nto consideration the fimertame for preparing a pin, s consicered that the pracuction of aevised pin may not he fhe gulck solution to non delivery. Amore appropriate approach would be fo introduce further
flexivlty to the housing supply at this stage through the allocation of additional ites and through the identifcaiton of safeguarded land.
us/1 |We support the removal of sites which have commenced construction from Policy H1. However, the Council have still placed reliance on a number of sites which have planning permission, it is recommended that sites with planning|
HoL us/2 permission are removed from the calculated supply. | The Council should remove reference to site which have planning permission from the calculated supply.
128/05/H1-2/LC/US1-4 | Aquib Saghir NJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A L us/3 No
us/a [ There is a greater need to allocate more sites to deliver the required need for the district. The Council should consider allocating additional sites which are above and beyind the housing requirement which would allow for a fall- Further sites should be allocated for housing which boost allocations above and beyond the housing requirement to provide greater flexibility.
back position should under-delivery occur. This is considered to be vital as the Council have not met the required annual need since the plan period started in 2011. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
s/
HO1 us/2 We do not have any substantial points to make with regard to the Council's updated landscape evidence. We note the proposals to include land to the north of Galgate, Bailrigg as part of the Key Urban Landscape designation.
106/42/H1&H4/LC/US1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Will behalf of Stc H Strate Poli & Land Allocati DPD Chapter 20 N/A L We ider it for the 1t to be d by : ti it the extent of the de tion.. Ye
22 0 fan Gilbe BT GRS M B SRS T Ho4 Vi us/3 Whilst we do not object to the description of the area generally it is not clear what the proposed designation is intended to acheive. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] e e -
us/a
Hot us/3 Eccleston Homes support the allocation of and at Wyresdale Road for housing under Polcy H1 and HS. However, they consider Policy HS should not just be confined to land at the Leisure Park and Auction Mart and should be
019/04/H18S/LC/US3-4 Tony Mcateer Mchteer Associatess Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 /A Lc The allocation of Policy HS should be expanded to include land to the east of House Farm, Wyresdale Road and should the No
/4IRS v © P Hos d us/a widened to include fand to the east of House Farm, fronting Wyresdale Road. Eccleston Homes consider that Criterion XV should be more explict in terms of the afordable housing requirement. v P W P
s/t
us/2 Barton Will behalf of Stc He h: rovided full and detailed subi lation to land at M: Lane, Slyne-with-Hest. Due the le and detail of the tati d these h: t be d
106/03/H2/LC/US1-4 Craig Barnes. Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A L US;? 3:; :;n b;j::e:"m fu\\ao:\v forey Homes have provided full and detailed submisslons in relation to land at Manor Lane, Siyne-wi fest. Due the scale and detall of the representation received these have not been summarise Suggested wording and recommended amendments are provided within the representors full response. Yes
us/a
Us/1
Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes have provided full and detailed submissions n relation o land at Melling Road, Hornby. Due the scale and detail of the representation received these have not b dand can
106/04/H2/LC/US1-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 N/A L :zg " fymore on Y P 'g Road, Horby. a 8 gand amendments are p full response. Yes
e viewed n full oly.
us/a
127/02/H2/LC/UST Alban Cassidy (Cassidy & Ashton on behalf of Mrs § Thagia Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 /A Lc s/ Land at Fenham Carr Lane should be identified within this policy n order to make a contribution to meeting housing needs within the district Fenham Carr Lane Policy H. Yes
oy Rural Settlements bl 8 the should review the capacity
For the 9 settlements outside of the AONB there should be a particular focus on new housing growth
o [Review the capacity of Sustainable Rural Settlements i the context of the SHELAA and identify new housing stes on the edge of these settlements.
v Over Kellet is a location capable of accomodating further housing development and the site north of Kirkby Lonsdale Road should be identifed for housing development with a capacity of 45 dwellings
054/08/H2/LC/US1-4 Chrs Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 /A Lc v [Allocate fand north of Kirkby Lonsdale Road for 45 dwelings, review the liely number of housing completions at Middleton Towners. Yes
e 576 dwellings are identifed for Middleton Towners which s considered to be extremely unlikely to deliver ths amount of housing through the plan period. Middletonis tobe for development
dentify the number of dwelings for each Plan area 300isa
At this stage, given the constraints of neighbourhood plan areas it difficult to see The Local Plan should at least indicate how much housing each
Plan should rather than each of bodies p " knowing the level appropriate. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
us/2 We propose that the sie at Denny Bank, Main Street, Arkholme be allocated for housing under Policy H2 of the Local Plan. The siteis located in the centre of the illge which should be identified as a sustainable settlement.
145/01/H2/LC/US2-3 Stuart Booth /WP planning on behalf of Mr & Mrs Williamson Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 /A Lc / Prop  Bank, d 3 4 e Alocate land . for between 10 and 20 dwellings Yes
us/3 such the site is considered to be a sustainable location for the purposes of housing,
us/2
134/02/H2/LC/US283 Stuart Booth | JWPC Planning on behalf of S Cornthwaite Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A L US;i [A submission is made to propose the land opposite to the former SJ Bargh Site in Caton for housing purposes. This site should be allocated for residential purposes under Policy H2. Allocate land for development under Policy H2 in Caton and Brookhouse Yes
Our cient owns land at Home Farm, Elel. Having undertaken tof survey work and can be delivered and that there are no technical matters
us/1 that would prevent it coming forward in its entirety during the Local Plan period.
1\WPC Planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trust and us/2
139/03/H2/LC/US1-4 paul Tunstall Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hoz /A Lc Allocate Home Farm, Elel for residential development and identify it within Policies SP6 and H2 of the Plan,
/037121 M Capital Developments el P! i/ us/3 Evidence within our submission there will be strong demand and market for the type of inour includinga the wider residential area. We therefore submit that in terms v P ¥
us/a [of the textin footnote 11 of the NPPF, the site is available now (there is only one landowner), suitable and achievable. This is a deliverable mixed-use development that will deliver a considerable number of houses to the district's
ousing supply within the plan period.
Our clients site o and to the east of Chapel Lane, Overton was originaly assessed i the 2015 SHLAA which dhat the site could up o 150 dwellings. Thi tha the site was
52;; :n‘deh:zmb\e as there was o evidence to suggest the site was availble or acheivable. However, in light of the as part of this site should be reconsidered and included witin | oo b oy 2.
098/02/H2/LC/US1-4 Sian Griffiths [RCA Regeneration on behalf of GB.R Escolme Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A c v v Yes
Land at Yenham Lane (2.3) should be reconsidered and the scale of development in this location reduced.
us/a Land which is dentied under Policy H2.3 (land at Yenham Lane, Overton) should be reconsidered in light of a range of constraints affecting the site and the scale of housing proposed (23 dwellings) is overly optimistic. [Further detall (H2.3) P
provided n the representors ful response.]
S/
Smith & Love Planning on behaf of Applethwaite Both our clients sites at Chapel Lane, Galgate and Sea View Drive, Siyne-with-Hest can make a valuable contributioon to boosting the supply of market housing when it s most needed inthe early part of the plan period and meeting | That land at Chapel Lane Galgate and Sea View Drive, Siy allocated within the Local Plan via Policy H (or alternatively for Sea View Drive via the Siyne-with-Hest Neighbourhood Plan) both
162/02/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love e L Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 N/A e us/2 P  Gale: ! e PRl e WP planp ® P & . Y 2 v v ! )
Homes us/3 the specialist needs of older people. [Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.] for 32 cwelings
usia
us/1 H tains it regard of the omission of two sites from the Local Plan on land at Chapel Lane, Galgate and land at Sea View Drive, Hest Bank.
Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Applethwaite us/2 The Local Plan should include (and faciliate the Plansto range of can be delivered quickly in the early part of the plan period without the need for
162/06/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 /A Lc Yes
TR Homes g b i us/3 Having reviewed the Strategic Housing and Employment Land Availabilty Assessment it i pleased to note There delivery on these y should be identified [significantinfrastructure.
us/a for the Local Plan. [ in response.]
s/
Our clients land at Escowbeck Farm can make a valuable contribution to meeting housing needs in Lancaster and can be relied upon to boost supply in the early phases of the plan. It should therefore be allocated in the Local Plan
us/2 In the 't that Caton-with-Littledale Neighbourhood Plan de t suffi 1ty ith the d subr ti f the Local Pl \d the City Cc il has t ibility for local pl:
108/04/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love smith & Love Planning on behalf of G & M Parker Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 N/A Lc 4 for and included in sitesin Polcy H2 in the event thathe Caton-with-Litledale Neighbourhood Plan i not sufficienty progressed intme n ine with Local Plan.[Further detai provided in the [/ ¢ &vent that Caton-with-Litledale Neighbourhood Plan does notsufficently progress with the proposed subission (or examination) of the Local Plan and the Gty Council has toresume responsiilty forlocalplanning Yes
us/3 of area, the land at E: beck Farm, should be allocated for housing and identified in the Local Plan Policies Map.
o representors full response.]
G and M Parker maintain their objection to the Local Plan in regard of their land at Escowbeck Farm, Quernmore Road, Caton which they feel should be allocated for residential purposes in the Local Plan. G and M Parker have
reviewed the 2018 SHELAA and are pleased to note their landholding. The Local Plan should include (and faclate the Plans to range of non-strat can be delivered quickly in the early part of the plan period without the need for
st significant nfrastructre.
v However G and M Parker consider that the 201 contains asignficant flaw and contrasts with previous findings for the site in that development should b restricted on the site due to landscape constraints. The results of the 2018
108/06/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behaf of G & M Parker Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho2 N/A Lc v SHELAA have been appraised by independent consultants (Tyler Grange) on behalf of G and M Parker (th ithin This evidence suggests that the site, 252G and M Parker have put forward their land at Escowbeck Farm for inclusion in the C Plan asa site allocation for dwellings. Therefore, in the event that their Yes
e whole rather than in is capable of coming forward for the wider andscape ncighbourhood plan does not progress in time with the Local Plan, the emphasisis on the City Council o resume responsibilty for the local planning for the area.
The falure of the Local Plan to plan for and provide sufficient new housing i a key concern and hout further modifcaiton to ensure that all,or certianly substantially more, of the identifed dis  [rhe tand Farm should be identified in Policy H2 of the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD.
met. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
us/1
us/2 The approach set out in Policy H2 (paragraph 20.6) is not supported as it provides no certainty that SHELAA sites will be delivered. The planning risk associated with this approach must be removed in order to maximise the
107/04/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of J & S Lamb Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A L us/3 likelihood of these sites coming forward and planning permissions being granted. by including them as rural allocations in the Local Plan. For the reasons explained, we conisder that out clients land at Tithebarn Hill, Glasson Dock Our clients land should be added to the schedule of allocated sites in H2 and identified to deliver 40 dwellings. Yes
us/a should be identified to make a valuable contribution to boosting housing supply. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
us/1 J and S Lamb maintain their objection in relation to land at Tithebarn Hill, Glasson Dock and maintain be allocated for in the Local Plan. J and S Lamb consider the 2018 SHELAA to be unsound
us/2 on the basis that Glasson Dock is no an unsustainable development and should not render the land at Tithebarn Hill unsuitable for development. | The Local Plan should include a greater number and wider range of non-strategic housing sites which can be quickly delivered in the early part of the plan pe the need for significar
107/05/H2/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of ] & S Lamb Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO2 N/A L us/3 Yes
us/a The failure of the Local Plan to plan for and provide sufficient new housing is a key concern and it is not sound without further modificaiton to ensure that all, or certianly substantially more, of the identified local housing need is | To support this, the land at Tithebarn Hill, Glasson Dock should be included as a residential allocation site under Policy H2.
met. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Fh findi f the HRA for the allocati it Yenham Lane, Overton identified that f the hbouring field: Id be functionally linked to M \be Bay SPA but thi h: t be luded in th lic th
028/01/H2.3/1C/s 1anet Baguley Natural England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 H023 N/A Lc s Su:m""m‘"":;"“ @ HRAfor the allocation at Yenham Lane, Overton identified that some of the neighbouring fields could be functionally linked! to Morecambe Bay SPA but this fssue has not been included in the policy or the In order to improve soundness we recommend that this issue should be highlighted and that a project level HRA may be necessary. Should the allocation be removed this would also address Natural England’s concerns. No
[Seemore Properties support the principle of the redevelopment of the Ridge Lea Hospital for residential purposes. However, objection is made to the detailed ted with any proposals. Whilst
seeking to preserve a non-designated heritage assets is laudable, as made clear by the NPPF, there is no presumption in favour of retaining any non-designated heritage asset or its setting.
us/1 Policy H3 drafti fe which tent with h 135 of the Fi k with the it f the -d ted herit: t at Ridge Lea Hospital be itinto the pl bal: d not
100/11/H3/LC/US184 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho3 N/A Lc / I assessing planning application affecting non-designated assets, the Framework identifies that the significance of the asset should be taken into account n determining the application and a balanced judgement applied regarding | o) ' 1o oo TCreItinE In @ Form Which s consistent with paragraph 135 of the Frameworlcwith the existance of the non-designated heritage asset at Ridge Lea Hospital being putinto the planning balance and no ves
us/a getting any greater weight beyond what is provided for in the Framework.
the scale of any harm or loss of significance (para 135). The framework does not apply to d the extreme type of by Policy H3, such as the presumption in favour of the retention and
f the idenified the site. Unlike afforded to designated heritage assets, there would be no specific requirement for specific heritage consent to be obtained for the demolition of a non-|
| designated heritage asset.
| Through previous representations made on the Draft Local Plan in 2017, the then owners of the Stone Row Head Site (Homes England) requested that the site be extracted from the wider allocation for Ridge Lea Hospital (Policy
However, the Publication Version of the plan remains unchan he ston ite shoul racted from Policy H3.1 ant rateh idential it o ion s applied to the Ston rather than
066/01/H3.1/LC/US3 Richard Parker Harrison pitt Architects on behalf of CityBlock Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO31 N/A w© us/3 H3.1). However, the Publication Version of the plan remains unchanged. \e Stone Row Head site should be extracted from Policy H3.1 and allocated separately Itis separate policy allocation is applied to the Stone Row Head rather thar No
being part of the wider draft H4 area.
Stone Row Head i now owned by CityBlock who would re-iterate the request that the ite should be extracted from Policy H3.1 and allocated as 2 separate. residential-led proposal
us/1
us/2 Barton Will behalf of Stc He hav iided full and detailed submissions in relation to land at Grab L: [E ter. Due th le and detail of the tati ived these h: t be ul ised and
106/05/H4/LC/US1-4 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hoa N/A e usjz b:’ "e"wed :"("is:‘ve alf of Storey Homes have provided fulland detalled submissions in relation to land at Grab Lane, Lancaster. Due the scale and detall of the representation received these have not been summrised and can I, o g and amendments are pr full response. Yes
usia
us/1 Whilst we have no fundamental objections to the landscaping evidence associated with Grab Lane, Lancaster, it is unclear at this stage how the Council should seek to take account of this further designation or why it is considered
v necessary to incorporate more of the above site within the Urban Setting Landscape.
106/41/H4/LC/US1-4 lan Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho4 N/A L us/3 [No suggesed amendments made. Yes
us/a Clearly the Local Plan is relying in part on the delivery of housing at Grab Lane and it should be carefully considered how any re-classification of land in this area will impact on the deliverability of the site. This is something that the
make r how thi acheived.[Further in response.]
050/11/H4/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho4 N/A L us/a Bullet point Ill should be re-written to pr e ffe the in line with the NPPF, [Bullet Point IIl to be amended to read 'preserve and enhance the setting of Ashton Memorial, which is an important heritage asset and prominent landmark in the wider area.’
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—— e
s/t The principle of alocating of the existing Auction Mart ste on Wyresdale Road is strongly supported. However, we do not supp existing Auction 10 be grouped with the larger single allocation which
a1s0 includes various and parcels to the east. These are under difering land hips and prevent
us/2 Th into smaller land parcels reflecting th te and ownerships. Request that the affordable housing provision contained in Policy H be revised to 30% for each application to accord
109/02/H5/LC/US1-4 Claire Pegg Cushman & Wakefield on behalf of the L&K Group Plc | Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hos /A Lc Usji o nto smalier fan @ separate land ownerships. Request that the affordable housing provision contained in Policy HS be revised to 30% for each application to accor ves
s/ There is an inconsistency between Policy HS and DM3 in relation to provision which should be amended for consistency. Policy DM3 requires a 30% requirement for the site whereas Y
5 requires 40%. The policy should be amended to 30% to reflect historical requests for affordable housing on earlier phases of development in this are. [Further detai provided in the representors ull response.]
050/12/H5/LC/US3 Emily Hrycan istoric England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Hos /A Lc us/3 The development of ths ste needs to respect the setting of the Grade | Ashton Memorial, as per Policy H4, g which s referred to in o not the policy The policy should be amended to include reference to Ashton Memorial
The Plan s unsound as the population trends do not indicate that 12,000 new homes are required. The population increases proposed by the plan are not realistic and not reflective of future uncertainties and demand. There are
no new employment opportunities being created as demonstrated by the Canal Corridor scheme.
How will new nfrastructure be delivered (for example education) and how wilt be funded? Likewise with healtheare provision. Plans have not been providers. There are sig visks of flood
s associated with this area (as demonstrated in November 2017) which have not been properly assessed. New development has already increased flood risk and willbe further exacerbated by extra development which willcreate
dra run-off. The roads in thi Iready busy and extra h i traffic flow significantly and the roads cannot th thi
us/2 extra run-off. The roads n this area are already busy and extra houses willincrease traffic flow significantly and the roads cannot cope with this The planned developments for Lancaster Leisure Park & Auction Mart and Grab Lane are removed from the Local Plan untilsuch a time as information and supporting evidence is publicly available to demonstrate that tis
087/01/H5/NLCS/US1-4 Helen Moran N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 HO5 /A /5
us/3 ) viable, deliverable and affordable and will not increase the sk of flooding. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
vea The siteis next to one of Lancaster's most popular parks and new development will have a detrimental impact on an iconic tourist attractions. This needs to be protected to retain ts appeal and attractiveness to local people and
visitors. | think this makes the DPD unsound and possibly not legally compliant given its close proximity o historical monuments.
Increasing number of housing willincrease levels of crime and lead to a decrease in house prices.
The extra levels o traffic will have effects on localair quality and highway safety for cyclists and pedestrians. [Further detail provided in the representors ful response.]
us/2 Homes England is the owners of the site know as Royal Albert Farms which is part of the proposed allocation identified under Policy 6. As you willbe aware planning permission has been granted for 77 homes and therefore
105/02/H6/LC/US2:3 Nicola Elsworth Homes England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 20 Ho6 /A L 4 @ v P prop: Ve Asy planning K [Amend Policy H6 to reflect current planning status. No
us/3 request that Policy H6 and supporting text is amended to reflect ths.
Historic England strongly objects to the alocation of Policy DOS1. The site partly includes Grade Il lsted structures which are under a single designation. The impact of any development proposals on the lsted buildings and their
setting would need to be considered for the whole building
[The inclusion of an adtional bullet point to the development proposals that refer tigation / d d in the Heritage Impact Assessment document.
050/13/D0S1/Lc/US4 Emily H Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 oS 01 /A 1c us/a
/13/00SI/LC! iy Hrvean istoric Englan rateeic Policies & Land Allocations apter / / The development of several of the sites included as allocations have been identified in the Heritage Impact Assessments as being likely to result in harm to elements which contribute to the significance of heritage assets in the Alternatively the plan should be amended to ensure reference is made to the mitigation measures i the HIA through a direct reference to the document
vicinity. Where this i the case, these site assessments set out a sries of measures which, if mplemented, il either remove or reduce har, and will ensure that the site is development in a manner that s consistent with preserving
the Because of the these locations it not sufficient merely to rely on general, non-site his matter. [Further in the rep fulresponse]
T Topm: T o=
2210os2ICs T R Sategi Polcies & Land Allocatons D7D PO osor o - N T Trustaarce Wit the 3paroach that Gevelopment of s Ste should be e With the Wider regeneraton of e canal corrdor The Trust support crteria VI m terms of providing  postive nter-restionsnip wih the canam | =22 -
ccordance with Policy T3
U/
us/2
128/06/D0S3/LC/US1-4 [ Aauib saghir NJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 00503 N/A 1c us;; We recognise the Counci have amended the policy to now refer to the recent planning permission and support this No suggested amendments made. No
us/a
This area has been allocated as a Development Opportunity Site, however thisis an employment area supporting numerous business and employing a arge number of peaple. At least half of the area i privately owned by business
086/01/DOSA/LC/S Robert Welsh A1 5upa skips Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 oS 04 /A L s The area should be re-allocated to an tarea and not Yes
/01/DOSA/LE! P Skip & P d that do not wish to see th Lune Industrial Estate & to encroach any further onto the industrial estate would be a massive detriment to existing businesses.
us/3 The operation of ready mixed concrete plant operated b te Industries on the Lune Industrial Esate has b diced by housing developments. Th tive of th ration objective of Policy DOS4
002/02/DOCA/NLCS/US3-4 Geoff Storey [Ageregate Industries UK Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 D0s 04 /A Ne/s ! @ operation of ready mixed concrete plant operated by Aggregate Industries on the Lune Industrial Estate has been prejudiced by housing developments. The company are supportive of the regeneration objective of Policy DO 5 i) 554 naeds to be closely linked to ECL7 with greater commitment to assst the elocation of businesses from the Lune IndustrialEstate to Heysham Yes
us/a but the Council needs to be more proactive i faciitating the relocation of employment sites from the Lune Industrial estate. Heysham IndustrialEstate needs to be substantially regenerated to provide a realitic relocation option.
Us/1
us/2 In light of the representations made to Policy ECS above, Travis Perkins. has not been p The need for a masterplan for ths area s not justfied and is not necessary and the Travis Perkins
165/02/D0S4/LC/US1-4 Ryan McTeggart L Hearn on behalf of Travis Perkins Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 oS 04 /A L Detailed wording is suggested within the representors full response. Yes
/02/00SAC/ " e ¢ P / us/3 i should notbe encumbered by thi equirement.Furthermore it would not be efectivain ncreasin the dlivery of dwellngs o tis site. As urrently worded Pollcy DOSA s not considered sound. 815 5088 i P
us/a
We firmly support the general thrust of this policy which clearly recognises the opportunity to redevelop the ste for alternative uses, including residential uses. We consider the policy should be updated to include a higher yield for
residential nits on the sie, raising the figure up to 250. We also welcome the clear acknowledgement by the Counci that in order to fully realse the regeneration potential of ths site there wil be a need to decant exiting,
businesses to alternative stes.
We would recommedn that the Council considered the re-wording of Policy DOS4 to recognise these issues and and pragmatism release of land so not to unduly constrain
us/1 [much needed housing development from progressing. As currently drafted it reads as i the Council will only support a scheme which involves al the land within this allocation which i not a realistic proposition and serious}
peter Brett Associated on behalf of Horstwood us;z anw\thslnndmglheahuvewEdahav:sumzresENatmnsDvere\emen\smf\hlspuh(ywm(hshuu\dheukenmtu:cns\d:m(mn Fundamentally we are unable to support the proposal for a mixture of uses at the site and see no e the e ol CEressine v W supP! prop v
124/05/DOS4/LC/US1-4 Michael Gilbert o Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 D05 04 N/A L v justification reference to is supported by the Council's own Review in 2015. clear that the site eoP potey Yes
oldings
rospect for continued employment and economic use and therefore references to such uses should be deleted.
us/a pros®: ploy! We would also request that Policy DOS4 is updated to reflect the previously developed nature of the site and the potential for abnormal costs that might constrain the ability of the ste to deliver the full quantum of
affordable housing and other contributions which would usually be sought.
We also have concerns over the emphasis for a d an assertion would result in sensitive land-uses being located in close proximty to heavy industral uses not being supported s ' be soug
Whilst the general pref ishotin one ‘A policy pushing for not itforce a fully
oined up approach between landowners. [Further detai provided in the representors full esponse.]
U/
Y S Peter Brett Associated on behalf of Hurstwood Srategic Policis & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 0508 A L us/2 [Our clent supports the findings of the SHELAA i relation to land at Lune Industrial, however there are a number of inaccuracies and inconsistencies in the assessment which should be recified. [Further detai provided in the e SHELAR should be added to address the Inconsistencies dentied. ves
Holdings us/3 representors fullresponse.]
us/a
We are a smal business operating on Lune IndustrialEsate, housing has already been erected along New Quay Road which has already impacted on our business and Lune Industrial sl .
088/01/D0S4/LC/S Margaret Welsh Quay Concrete Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 D0s 04 /A L s D e B e - Ao it or ot move. Batnens s hong et i This area should remain as an not No
N/ s
us/2 The pol d refers to matters of histori tactual The f 4 d are not relevant now. Th tin Regulat licy for such a stance taken in Policy DOS4. Th
007/01/DOSS/NLC3-5/US1-4 Colin Griffths Satnam Planning Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 D0s 05 /A NLC/a / © policy s imprecise and refers to matters of hstoric uses not actual uses now. The former uses ceased years ago and are not rejevant now. There s no support i Regulations or policy for such a stance taken in Policy ® Jhe policy should exclude reference to the area of the site not used for active recreation at present. Yes
s us/3 policy is unduly restrictive and not positvely prepared. Satnam have submitted representations on ths ste previously which have been ignored and not countered by the Council,
us/a
s/ The ste does not comply with the NPPF defintion of deliverable or developable. The explanation of the policy ndicates that the planning authoruity have concerns about remoteness from services and infrastructure, however the
054/09/D0S7/LC/US2-4 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 o507 N/A L us/3 Py pavie. The expl poliey plenning Y g Adjust the housing completions assumptions downwards and ensure in the context of H1 and H2 there are an increased number of housing sites allocated for development. Yes
v policy supports sustainable devieopment of the site which i surely not housing,
028/04/D0S7/LC/5 anet Baguley Netural England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 0507 N/A 1c s [Any development of the site at Middleton Towers would need to consider coastal defences and this has not been picked up within the policy wording Soundness would be improved if this matter was addressed through revised policy wording. No
our clent supports the principle of regenerating this site, however our client remains concerned that the Council has failed to provide sufficient evidence that an alternartive mix of use would be viable on thissite. As such our
us/2 clent objects to the inclusion of this policy as it is unjustified, ineffective and inconsistent with national policy.
167/13/D0S9/LC/US2-4 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 00509 N/A 1c us/3 No suggested amendment made. Yes
us/a the supporting tthe development which toits location within the town centre. As such, this site would not be suitable to deliver
cmploymnt dovelopment i arforth and this provides a e resson o iyt Councineed 10 slocte attors o o [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
P A S Srategic Policies & Land Allocatons DPD Chapter 21 050 A A WA Proposals adjacent to the West Coast Mainline should include a minimum 1.8m trespass proof fence set back 1m from the railway boundary to prevent unauthorised access on to the railway. New residents of development o suggested amendments made. o
(particularly minors) may not be aware of the isks posed by accessing the ralway. Early engagement with Network Rail on development proposals adjacent to or close to the railway is strongly recommended.
Us/1
Bowclif us/2 The and at the VWV Gymnasium, Marine Drive, f hould be allocated in the Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD for mixed
178/02/00S/LC/US1-4 Rachel Ford owelite Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 21 N/A N/A Lc z et S LI L shouldbe allocatedin the Strategic Polcies & Land Allocations DPD for mixed use PATPOSES: |yt the ste at VWV Gymnasium, Marine Drive, Hest Bank i allocated n the Local Plan for mixed use development. Yes
Berrydale Limited c/o MBH us/3 [Further detail to support ths position s provided in the representors ful response],
us/a
ot Historic England strongly objects to the content of ths policy as it does not accord with the of the NPPF on e Its not clear what the purpose of Policy EN1s. The Council have
050/14/EN1-2/LC/US4 Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 N /A 1c us/a an adopted Development Management DPD which provides a framework for planning applications affecting these heritage assets Poh(vENlmerely lsts the conservation areas within the district and does not provide a strategy | The 4 amendments to Policy SP7 of this DPD (as referred to in deal with thisissue.
that safeguards there appearance during the plan period.
050/15/EN3/LC/S Emily Hrycan Historic England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENo3 N/A Lc s We support this policy in particular the aim of delivering heritage-led regeneration No suggested amendments made
| We welcome policy ENG that all development In the AONBs should be sustainable, consistent with the pri T the AONE designation and guided by the AONB M: TPlan. We consider ths to b tentwith
161/02/ENG/LC/S Lucy Barron [Arnside & Siverdale AONB Partnership Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOs N/A 1c s ot e raly, | eOPMEnt I the AQNEs should be sustanable, consitent with he primary purpose of the esignation and guided by the fenagement Plan. We consider this to'be consistent With 1o suggested amendments made. No
167/14/ENS/LC/S Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOS N/A Lc s Our clent welcomes the flexibilty provided by Policy EN, supplemented by Policy DMA46 to deliver development wihtn the open countryside. No suggested amendment made. Yes
us/2 The policy simply refers to other poliies and does not appear to be a policy in ts own ight, Open Country: ver itis not clear the edge of such
054/10/ENS/LC/US2-3 Chris Garner (Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOS N/A Lc 4 © policy simply refers to other poliies and does not appear to be 2 policy in ts own right. Ope over s ot clear @ edge of sud Delete the policy. Yes
us/3 with the Development Management DPD in this regard.
Us/1
us/2
146/05/ENS/NLCS/US1-4 1hn Fleming (Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOS /A Ne/s US;} This policy i considered unncessary as it simply refers to other policies within other DPDs, Delete Policy ENS Yes
us/a
| Walsingham Planning o behalt of KCS Development
030/04/ENS/NLCS/US3 Helen Binns Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOS N/A NC/s us/3 Itis considered that this policy does not it comfortably with Policy DM of the Development Management DPD which is concerned with residential development outside of main urban areas. It considered this could quite easily be addressed by amending the wording of Policy ENS to require development to have due regard to Policy DM, No
U/
Bowlf us/2 Objection to the status of Green Belt on land at the VVV G , Marine Drive Hest Bank. The land should b d from the Green Beltn line with the Councif I thelr Green Belt Review which supports
178/01/ENG/LC/US1-4 Rachel Ford owclife Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOG N/A 1c / Jection (o the status of Green Belt on land at the VWV Gymnasium, Marine Drive Hest 8ank. The land should be removed from the Green Beltn line with the Councis own conclusions i their Green Belt Review hich SuPROrtS ko1 e site at VWV Gymnasium, Marine Drive, Hest Bank is removed fromts current Green Belt designation. Yes
Berrydale Limited c/o MBH us/3 it release.
us/a
With regard to the proposed realignment of the Green Belt on land surrounding Torrisholme Barrow and to the rear of residential properties on Fulwood Drive. Iti the view of the Town Council that the NPPF clearly intends that
exceptional in the to reen
st The City Councilgiven as ts only justification for moving the boundary of the Green Belt the opinion that arailway line exists as a more permanent feature and thus could serve as a more permanent boundary.
186/01/ENG/NLCS/US184 David Croxall Morecambe Town Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOG N/A NLC/5 o The proposal to re-align the Green Belt n this area should be removed from the Local Plan and the existing boundaries should be retained.
Itis the view of Morecambe Town Councilthat the existing town sa boundary to the Green Belt and that it s no less the railway line wich could, future point, be
removed however unlikely at the present time. 2 town, village or even city cannot be moved o private interest. It that the existing v
always serve as a greater safeguard against encroachment and unrestricted spraw than a railway line with no guarenteed degree of permanence, and permanence is clearly laid down as a required feature of a Green Belt
boundary.
=l Strongly object to the plan by Lancaster City Council o remove the boundary of the Green Belt east of Torrisholme Barrow. This boundary has proven to be a robust boundary for many years and no encroachment from boundan
192/01/EN6/LC/US2-4 [ Agnes carrington /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOS N/A Lc us/3 Ely Ot P e e R v vy ¥ | his land should be retained in the Green Bett
s of rea in providing recreational facit
us/a
us/1 Given the overall number of development sites across the distict, there are no exceptional circumstances which warrant the removal of land to the south of Carnforth and the east of Torrisholme from the Green Belt. The plan | Green Belt land to the South of Carnforth and to the East of Torrisholme, reverting the boundaries back to those identified in the previous Local Plan
us/2 should prioritise brownfield land in Carnforth (the former TDG site and Lundsfield Quarry) to meet development needs. The Green Belt east of Torrisholme provides an important setting for the ancient Torrisholme Barrow and the
021/02/C22/1c/Us1-4 David Alexander N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENOG N/A 1c N
/02/c22/LC/ 2vid Alexander & ateic Policies & Land Allocations apter i us/3 Green Belt designation provides the most effective approach to protecting the open landscape which surrounds t and ensures that tis ot cut off n the future from the open countryside. [Further detailon these matters provided [Policy EN8 should identify appropriate open land uses for the area of separation identified since active land management in this area will be vital ©
us/a in the responder’ ful response.]
In relation to the Key Urban Landscape Review and the Urban Setting Designation for Lancaster North and Lancaster East which assesses the landscape value for land surrounding Torrisholme confirms that the landscape value is
very high and that it merits local landscape protection.
[y— T W T R R — o A o us/s This ste s currently designated as Green Belt and has been since the Green Belt was established, however the Council are currently seeking to remove the protection of Green Belt status and replace it with alocal landscape That the proposed realignment of Green Belt boundaries around Torrisholme Barrow are removed and the current boundaries retained. That this area should be given further protection through the proposed local o

designation.

The isue forthe nspector s whih i strongest-Green BetorKey Urban Landscape? n my opinon th sie s need ofboth designations ine thy are complimentary to each othr - the Green Betstatus should be rtained for
long term planning protection against development Iready exist and th designation is need the

landscape designation
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e G
| The Green Belt is an important feature in the district and therefore an integral part of the Local Plan. The North Lancashire Green Belt was set up to prevent the villages in north Lancaster merging as per the NPPF (para 79). The
(Green Belt il serves this functin as pressure mounts to build more homes.
070/01/EN6/LC/S Dr Lesley Bryan N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 EN 06 N/A L s [No suggested amendments made. No
| The continued designation of Green Belt in the area of Bolton-le- 587\65 and Slyne (particularly land which was previous investigated for development in 2015 - GB4) is in line with the NPPF due to sucessful retention of local
landscape and in preserving the setting and of 80), wider pe 17 & 132) and the protection of essential wildlife corridors (para 114).
Uz |biecton ased o the removal o Green st stts rom it th rer of Fulood Div, Bare. The National Panning Polic Framework stats thatchanges toth Green Bel should ol occurn exceptionsl crumstances, the
189/01/EN6/LC/US284 Howard Carter N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 EN 06 N/A c us/a | Council have not cited any exceptional circumstances. National guidelines state that the 'robust nature' of a Green Belt boundary should be applied during the creation of new Green Belt. A more robust nature is not a sufficient | request that the Council withdrawn this parcel of land from the Local Plan proposals and retain it within the Green Belt.
reasn to move an already existing boundary that has sucessfully served s purpose over a sustained period.
| the Green Belt bound: land to the rear of Fulwood Drive and surrouding s unsound the protection enjoyed under the terms of the NPPF.
Green only be altered in the NPPF does not define what these but the only reason for doing so it to free up land for development in the context of the
prpearation of anew Local Plan. The proposed for there are no to propose this change.
195/01/EN6/LC/USA | Jon Bate IN/A Strate Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 EN 06 N/A L us/a | The land to th f Ful d Dri d ding Tc sholme Barrow should be retained in the Gr Belt.
& e B y EERECRECREE L et BRI / / The that required for boundaries to be changed, the strength of existing or proposed boundaries only applies when boundaries are to be moved. If there are no exceptional AL R OGO A LB G U S R e W R S
circumstances the boundary should not be moved and the existing boundary should remain. The decison for this change i therefore unsound.
[This unsound decision will have the effect. s enjoyed Green Belt. 5 o el Iready preparing plans for this
area of fand. The proposed move of Green Belt houndary will enable the very urhan sprawl which the Green Belt is intended to afford protection agamst [ in full
Objection to the proposed changes to the Green Belt boundary on land surrounding Torrisholme Barrow and land to the ear of Fulwood Driv. Green T D
proposed of the land to open countryskle and a focal Weakens ths status and makesthe land vuinerable to future development.
is nationla planning polcy, hould objectively need for housing, dentify strong luding habitat
Uy |Fesand the Green et There have been reiews o this area which dentiy mportant cologcl vlue,
183/01/EN6/NLCS/US284 Lee Bottomiey /A Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 Enos /A NLC/s i The proposaltore-align the Green Belt i this area should be removed from the Local Plan and the exiting boundaries should be retained. No
The exising boundary is  parish boundary and these cannot be moved by local government, only the boundary commission. The NPPF explain that Green Belt bound only be ateredin butitis not
clear what these extreme circumstances are In this case.
his area offand s not suitable for future development due to flooding and drainage isues. Therefore how can a decision b justfid to eradicate the Green Belt designation from this area and buld houses inthis area which
would put increased pressure on loca nfrasructure which i already unable to cope. [Further detail provided i the representors fll response.]
Objection to the proposal to move the Green Belt boundary around Torrisholme, in ne with the of national nature of a Green should be the
ugjs |erestionofnew reen gelt Amore robust ature s notfficent reason to exising bound served a sustained period.
us/2
191/01/ENG/LC/US1-4 Mark Phelps /A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO6 /A Lc US;; e e e (e e, e e et e 12 e e e notfulflingits |The land to the rear of Fulwood Drive and surrounding Torrisholme Barrow should be retained in the Green Belt
e purpose. Neither of these have been suggested or proven to be the case and so there i o case for moving the Green Bel,other than lobbying by bulding forms n their own interest.
The impact of flooding n our area from development of this land would be keenly flt and locl rsidents need green spaces.
s/
sz |obiection to the proposed chanes to the Green Belt boundary on land surrounding Torrisholme Barrow. Concern that the proposed removal of this designation under the proposed Local Plan leaves to fforded to and be maintained in the new Local Plan.The Barrow s an Ithough it forms part of the
177/01/EN6/NLCS/US1-4 Patrcia Harrison /A Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 ENos /A NLC/s No
IRECTER i 8 P /A / us/3 the loss of important characteristics (as described by the Council's Key Urban Landscape Review) y T eyt e ) T et At i [wider landscape which needs to have these characteristics maintained in their present state as the loss of them would be detrimental to its importance.
us/a
us/1 Our client is disappointed with the conservative approach that has been taken to the Green Belt Review in the district and missed the opportunity this presents.
Smith & Love Pl behalf of Applethwaite us/2
162/03/EN6/LC/US1-4 Graham Love H’:r‘nes -ove Planning on behal of Applethwaite Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 EN 06 N/A L US;i Itis recommended that in light of the need to identify and allocate signficantly more deliverable sites in the early part of the plan period, the Council must reconsider the Green Belt Review and pro-actively identify suitable small Our clients site, west of Sea View Drive should be removed from the Green Belt.
us/a scale releases within the Green Belt, rather than solely on the urban edges Carnforth, Lancaster and Morecambe. Our clients land to the west of Sea View Drive falls into this category and should be removed from the Green Belt to
help meet housing needs. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
We support the removal of our clien's land and surrounding land from the Green Bel, but consider the failure of the Local Plan to support the alocation of the northner portion ofthis site for residentia development, This s a
135/03/ENG/S/LC Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO6 N/A c s PP & . PP P P No suggested amendments made. Yes
sgnificant oversight and a missed opportunity. Further detai provided in the representors full response.]
135/08/ENG/LC/S Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO6 N/A L s [ 0akmere maintains its support fro the proposed removal of the Green Belt on land to the east of Fulwood Drive, Bare. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] INo suggested amendments made. Yes
o us/1 [ Whilst the Town Council does welcome the findings in the Key Urban Landscapes Review to retain Torrisholme Barrow as:a Key Urban pe-and protect it from its historical Impt an
186/02/ENG&7/LC/US1-3 bavid Croxall Morecambe Town Council Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 oo /A Lc us/2 important area oflocal amenity it concludes that there is no new evidence to support Polcy ENG within the proposed Local Plan for the change of designation of and to the east of Torrsholme from Green Belt to countryside and | The proposalto e-align the Green Bt inths area should be removed from the Local lan and the exiting boundaries should be retained.
us/3 therefore that this part of the proposed Lancaster District Local Plan is not sound,
s/
tacman raise concern with this polcy and how it willbe applied tent manner through the Opinions on landscape d therefore without any further clarty this
146/06/ENT/NLCS/US1-4 1ohn Fleming Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO7 NA NLC/S us/2 policy PP G P v Y Gladman donot b required by the Framework, Yes
us/a policy i kel o lead to nconsistencies
us/a
s/
151/06/ENT/LC/US1-2 Matthew Symons Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 Eno7 /A Lc Us/z It o the North L gic Site to such an in not being possible to defivery the required 700+ new homes. No suggested amendment made. Yes
he and at Fairview » new Urban e which effectively protects land from development. Thisidentifed area i unrelated to Torrisholme Barrow and i private land so unrelated to
o protecting land for recreational o historic importance. The sie contain a residential welling and private garden. The scale and location of the site with inthe plan and its
158/01/EN7/LC/US1-2 paui Tunstall WP Planning on behalf of Mr Needham Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 eno /A L i have a unduly harmfulimpact on the urban setting of Torrisholme Barrow. Land at Fairview shouid be removed from is Polcy EN7 designation Yes
The DPD does not adequately jusify the EN7 designation and why it includes the Fairview site it serves nefther purposes of Policy EN7.
The allocation of Urban Setting Landscape (UsL) within allocation SG9 prefuclices the delivery of the quanturn of development proposed by removing asignificant proportion ofland that could be developed. Itis asserted that this
er wou ficant proportion of land which i considered to be developable.
o f d proportion of land which i considered to be developabl
us/2
151/09/EN7/US1-4 Lydia Harper [PWA Planning on behalf of Hollins Strategic Land Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO7 /A Lc v sj : Formsmamey Council's evid S Ty AT o e S B s e e B el | e S e e A e P e G Yes
Ul Jrerms of ondition orvalue. s cusicere that he s notsoundinsofrasth requirement for the USL is notjustied s the aferntives have not bee taken into There s no need
e policy what can be acheived by another policy. The USL bufer should not be present n alocat Policy SG9 can ensure the site I sensitvey developed to
[Further in response.]
s/
Objection raised to the proposed designaiton under Policy EN7 as an urban setting landscape. Oakmere abjects to the proposed extension of proposed extent of d the land consistency of
135/09/ENT/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 Eno7 /A Lc =B " bice e Y gER % B (T The boundary of the proposed Key Urban Landscape should be revsed so it excudes the northern part ofthe land controlled by Oakmere Hoimes and instead follow a boundary further to the South, Yes
us/3 [ conclusions between various elements of the evidence base in regard of this designaton. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
us/a
us/1 [Seemore Pr the of de d with Policy EN7 and how it has been generally and extensively applied to most of the land on the edge of Lancaster. It is unclear how
us/2 [some of this designated land is either valued or distinctive landscape of the type referred to in the NPPF. | Cuckoo Farm buildings and associated land should be excluded from the Urban Setting Landscape designation and included as part of the East Lancaster Strategic Site.
100/09/ENT/LC/US1-4 David Barnes tar Planning on behalf o Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 Eno7 /A Lc s Yes
us/a Related objection by Seemore Properties to the extent of the East Lancater Strategic Site (Policy SG7). Part of the Urban Setting Landscape which includes the agricultural buildings and associated land at Cuckoo Farm should be Greater consideration needs to be given to the appropriateness of the extent of Key Urban Landscape or Urban Setting Landscape and whether Policy EN7 is necessary.
excluded from this designation. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
us/1
049/01/ENT/LC/US18384 Chris Middlebrook / Andrew Tait (sgent] |steven Abbott Associates Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 22 No7 /A rs us/3 Itis ot clear what purpose a landscape designation i seeking to serve in this area, the land is notp ¥ open nor of any sig ping value. [Further detai provided in the representors fullresponse.] The andscape designation made for this ste should be removed and replaced with a housing allocation for 25 houses Yes
us/a
197/01/ENT/LC/US2 Hilary Short  The Fairfield Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO7 N/A e us/2 [ The Fairfield Association is alarmed at the failure of the Council to acknowledge the biodiversity of this area and in addition the plans for an aspirational cycle route through the reserve. The proposed cycle route would follow a bper s e e
narrow historic footpath which would necessitate the removal historic wildflower banks and hedgerow. A cycle path would also discourage the wildlife which the Fairfield Association have succeeded in attracting to the area.
The draft Local Plan dentifed the removal ofland to the Eastof Fulwood Driv from the Green Belt and is reversion to open countryside under Poliy ENS. The Publication verison however contains a new category of local
landscape desgination identified as 'Urban Setting Landscape'
us/1
usz | rhereis no evidence orjustfcation Iand within thi d it appear: retrospective action to nclude an additonal layer of polcy protection. It i cear that the pr licy s n n
135/04/EN7/US1-4/LC Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO7 N/A L % ere is no evidence or justificatio fand within this itappears to be a retrospective action to include an additional layer of policy protection. Iti clear that the proposed policy is not based o Policy EN7 is not justified and unnecessary and should be deleted from the Local Plan. Yes
us/3 the intrinsic landscape value of the area, but. MNNV controlto maintaining edges. Our clients land does not contain any important natural features that require safeguarding,
us/a
We consider that the proposed Policy EN7 at Bare is unnecessary, and potentially elsewhere across the plan area within an area which i already constrained by AONs and Green Bel.[Further detail provided inthe representors
fullresponse.]
The University agrees with the princple of separating Lancaster and Galg ey arg wever, any areas of separation including within the future Garden Vilage DPD should not prejudice the
148/13/ENS/LC/S | Jon Power CBRE on behalf of Lancaster University Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO8 N/A L s @ University agrees with the principle of separating Lar (asw they are However, any areas of separation including within the future Garden Village should not prejudice the Future areas of separation should not prejudice future growth at Forrest Hills, Yes
University's asp Itis imp b Forrest Hils and the Bailrig Campus are strengthened and maintained.
us/1
us/2 |Gladman consider that new development can often be located in countryside gaps without leading to the physical or visual merging of settlements. Gladman submit that the M6 acts as a physical barrier to prevent the coalescence
146/07/EN8/NLCS/US1-4 | John Fleming. Gladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 ENO8 N/A NLC/5 us/3 between Lancaster and Halton and as such do not consider the f separation necessary. s, if the principle is to be retained then it should be modified to allow for Consider the area of separation between Lancaster and Halton, if retained then further flexibility should be incorporated into the wording to allow for the planning balance outlined. Yes
us/a assesses any harm to the visual or physical separation of settlements against the benefits of the proposal.
us/1 The d Ar f S ti der Policy EN8 d¢ t sit bety the City and Halton, instead it acts tc te tof Lar ster fi the Bay Gat that to thy th of the city. This land should therefc t be
147/02/EN8/LC/US1-2 [Alice Weston Knights Professional Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 Enos N/A 1c / @ proposed Area of Separation under Policy ENS does not sit between the Gty and Halton, instead it acts to separate part of Lancaster from the Bay Gateway that runs to the north of the city. This land should thereforenotbe o, eng should be removed from the Local Plan Yes
us/2 included in the Area of Separation and we consider a more appropriate strategy is to consider this land as a potential employment site under Policy EC2. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
L63/14/ENB/LC/US2 oovid iggle 4ty on behalof peet Holdings Investments SuateiePolicies & Lond Allcatons DPD Chapter 22 enos VA o us/2 e notes the comments set ot within olcy EN8 i eltion to areas o separation. Given thecurrent absence of masterplanning for the Garden Villhe s considered premature o propose areas o separation efore havinga [\ (oooo oo ves
plan which shows these areas 5o that the posiive and negaive impacts can be properly considered.
[P — b Cassicy asidy & Ashton on behalf of s Thaga Sestegic plcies & Land Alocations 070 | Chapter 22 oo A o ot Itis considered that this alocation s not sound. There are no extenuating crcumstances as to why development of this parcel of land should remain purposefully open. Although previous appraisal have indicated the site s Thecorect wov toraress i ol e ot alof he and betweste M Wlamson ok for vttt e v tedevlopment ok becosers o e st rcesTo ves
important in the views of Williamson Park, this was not in the context of residential development at Grab Lane (proposed in Policy H4). [Further detail provided in the representors full response.] the process to of good planning pr
051/18/EN11/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 22 EN11 N/A L s | Central Carnforth is identified as an Air Quality Management Area. Clarification is required from the Council as to whether this is to be extended to account for new development to the south of Carnforth. [No suggested amendments made. Yes
The policy should speciy the number of houses to be braught forward through Neighbourhood Pl
vz |mer el nt iiesinthe context of the SHELAR, this r Iy a interim hasbenproduced. The Pl i
054/11/SC1/LC/US2-3 Chris Garner Garner Planning on behalf of Russell Armer Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sco1 N/A w© )/ he Plan says that the Council have assessed all potential development opportunities in the context of the SHELAA, this is not accurate as only a interim SHELAA has been produced. The Plan suggests that allocations may need to be Yes
/s |acdressed at Pubic Examination stage which s fa from ideal. The Plan does not indicate how much housing s to be brought forward through Plan al
The poliy should indicate the number of houses to be allocated in each Neighbourhood Plan to meet requirements.
usz | rhe Local plan does not i nelghbourhood plans, unless site alr nin n.Policy SP6 includes a requirement f new rovided in
134/01/5C1/LC/US283 stuart Booth WP Planning on behalfof s Cornthwaite Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 23 scot /A L / e Local Plan does not propose site allocations in areas covered by neighbourhood plans, unlesssites already covered by planning permission. Policy SP6 ncludes a requirement fo 1,000 new homes to be provided The Plan should for each Plan area. Yes
us/a Plan areas, but Poicy SC1 does not provide any t0the number of new h from each plan
128/08/SC1/LC/US4 Aquib Saghir INJL Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sCo1 N/A L us/a |Assurance is still reqy t Plans will allow for Plan areas, this th is arisk of a shortfall in supply during the plan period. The Council must consider if the delivery of homes will be constrained by Neighbourhood Plans and if so how this issue can be addressed. No
s s th ity of fans to add that the City Councilsets h of th
\s the majority of plans have be d d to address we ngl at the City Council sets a quirement for each of the
us/2 The City Council should set proportionate ndividual h s for each of the designated derived fr  housing need for Lancaster. This should be set out
108/05/SCU/LC/US1-4 Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behalf of G & M Parker Strategic Polices & Land Allocations DPD | Chapter 23 scot /A L / thati derived rom the objectively asessed housing need. This wil ssist and add certainty to the process of preparing neighbourhood plans, and willensure that each one i positively and proactively prepared and produced on | 1"¢ €% €ouncll should set proportionate individual housing requirements or each of the designate erived from assessed housing need for Lancaste. This should be setou ves
us/3 in an amendment to Policy SP6, or an amendment to Policy SC1 or in an associated new policy.

us/a

time to coincide with the submission (or examination) of the Local Plan. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
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st [We support the revised policy wording which makes clear that the City Council expected that neighbourhood plans should plan positively and proactively for their areas by alocating land for housing. We also agree in principle that
v the findings of the SHELAA provides a strong and robust evidence base to inform this proveess
135/05/5C1/US1-4/LC Graham Love Smith & Love Planning on behaf of Oakmere Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sco /A L v The Council should housing v each of Plan areas that are derived from the objectively assessed housing need figure for Lancaster. Yes
vea Given ntentions for be given to plans to direct levels of growth, it is recommended that the City Councilseeks to set proportionate requirements for each of the.
neighbourhood plan areas in the distic. [Further detai provided in the representors full response.]
Policy SC2 dentifies a number of Local Green Spaces across the district including a number which have direct relationship with Lancaster Canal, From reviewing evidence itis not clear where these sites are located. There is  lack of
evidence to how the sites have been assessed and conclusions reached. Due to the lack of clarity and information the Trust consider that insufficient evidence has been provided in order to make a fully informed response and
consider that the poliy, as drafted, is unsound, .
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Notwithstanding these points, the Trust would object to any land within our ownership being allocated as Local Green Space given the restrictive nature of the policy. The Lancaster Canal is an extensive tract of land and should not fype policy
be separated into individual planning units, there is planning appeal history to support this view. No evidence has been provided to highiight why any particular stretch specia. For the
designation of sections of the canal as Local Green Sapce would, if proposed, fail to meet the quaifying crteria set outin Paragraph 77 of the NPPF. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Us/1
2 Gladman do not hav fland that they wish to identify f Local Green's h 1o remind the Councilof the tests which need to be met when seeking to desingate Local
146/08/SC2/NLCS/USL-4 ohn Fleming (ladman Developments Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sco2 N/A NLc/s s/ fadman do not have any areas of and that they wish to identify for ocel Green Space, o remind the Council of the tests which need to be et when seeking to desingate Local |y, gefinition of what is mean by an extensive tract of and in the context o Local Green Space. Yes
us/3 Green Space. Whilst the methodology considers it inappropriate to designate extensive tracts of land, consistent with national poliy, it fails to provide consideration of what would be considered to be a extensive tract of land
us/a
Thie Open Space Study draws attention to the shortfal i forms of it Heysham. n the interests of fai d equality, priority should be given withi
021/04/SC2/LC/US3 David Alexander N/A Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sco2 /A Lc us/3 S A U IO LICTED within feysham. In the interests of faifness and equalty, priorty should be given Within fy, ¢y gpested amendments made. No
the Locia Plan coverage of thisissue, to meet these quality standards in Morecambe and Heysham as soon as possible.
NLC/Z S/t
NLC/3 us/2 o tations set out the grounds why this pol lied to the Fi Wood area (the use of F Wood is misplaced and refers to anoth land). The Council have failed tolsse or
007/02/SC2/NLC2-5/US1-4 Colin Griffths Satnam Planning Services Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sco2 /A 4 4 ur previous representations set out the grounds why this policy is misapplied to the Freemans Wood area (the use of Freemans Wood is misplaced and refers to another area of and). The Council have failed to liase or engage | ry oference to Freemans Wood should be removed from the st of proposed sites. Yes
NLC/4 us/3 with the owners and have had no legal regard for the legal position and inaccurate claims made by some local residents.
NG5 us/a
Policy SCA identifies Lancaster University and the Eastern Fringes of Lancaster'as a greenspace network that should be protected from development, This area has not been defined on the Local Plan Polices Map.
148/14/SCH/LC/US3 1on P CBRE on behalf of Lancaster Universiy Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scoa /A L s/ it ted that reference to th d from Policy SG4 and considered detailas part of the future DPD for the Garden Village. v
fon Power on behalf of Lancaster University rategic Polcies & Land Allocations apter / / Moreover, the opportunity to expand the developable area of the University is something that is currently being investigated to provide sufficient land for growth ambitions over the plan period. It i essentialthat a flexible s suggested that reference o this greenspace is removed from Policy SG4 and considered in more detail as part ofthe future DPD for the Garden Vilage. e
frameworkis provided for the release of land around the Universiy.
tason Gilbrand o behafof The James Cottom Wil us/1 The onusis on the planning authority to provide a robustjustification for the desgination of land as Local Green Spaces. At present there is no explanation to why Over Kellet Craggs and the surrounding fields warrant such a
043/01/5C4/LC/US18:384 utian Handy oo Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scoa /A L us/3 desaignation. Nor s there any reference to the test outlined by the NPPF or it associated guidance. Indeed there is no explanation give to why the area of farmiand is included within the nominated area. Detail justfication is [Remove Over Kellet Craggs and surrounding fields from the Local Green Space Designation. Yes
us/a provided within the representors full response to why the site does not justify a Local Green Space designation.
s/ The addition of Great Wood, Low Lane Wood and Penhale Gardens to be added to the lst of local green spaces in Policy SC2.
The approach taken towards Green Space Networksis strongly supports, however the s of sites dentified in Policy SC2 s far from comprehensive and needs to be updated on a regular basis, a number of other sites such as Great » LowLane Wood and Penhale Gardens to be added to the st of local green spaces in Polia
oA ooid Asander i Sustec ocies & and Alocatons 0| chapter 23 scos W « Uiz [rmesproscn s owrds reen ol suppors, i " v lr b, "o
o g @ v The shortage of green space in Morecambe needs to be given greater emphasis and more sites identified to address current deficiencies.
018/03/5C4/LC/US3 Brian Jones Not Applicable Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scoa /A L us/3 The stretch of the River Lune and it banks between Skerton Bridge and the Canal Aqueduct should be added to the lst of Local Green Space. [Further reasoning i provided in the full response] This area identified as Local Green Space under Policy SC. Yes
Our cients site at South Carnofrth s dentified as an area of deficiency and policy cites that further investigation to assess whether it can provide new or improved infrastructure will be undertaken. To facitate this, we consider
051/19/5C5/LC/S Dan Mitchell Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 sC05 N/A e s ¥ and policy & P! P g is release for SG11 P Yes
that based on the requirements set out by the Counciln relation to thessite of land s required t the required levels of open space
Our cent recognises the need for open space to be provided through Bailrgg Garden Village. This space should feature throughout the site to improve access for residents and create green corridors through the site. Any over
106/20/SC5/LC/s Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scos /A L s e pen s P & Ballrigg e This sp i P & & v No suggested amendments made. Yes
concentration of open space and loss of for through the use of land equalisation agreements.
This policy seeks the provisoon of reacreational areas on land identified as mineral safeguard in the adopted apprepared by Lancshie County Counl.This may o may ot confectwih the
118/04/5C5/NLCS/Usa Nick Horsley ineral Products Association Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scos /A NLc/s us/a prinile ofminerasfegrding. Howeter, oy SC. rlanton rsdential development under Polces SG1, 512 and SG13. The Sustainabilt Aprasl ecogisesthe ned o taken o vet  [oetetionof 10 South Carnforth will ensure that the plan is sound in terms of the requirements of the NPPF as it applies to minerals safeguarding, the safeguarding of minerals d the Green Belt. Yes
neither plan or appraisalgiven o Is. Safeguarding of and accords with national policy
Scemore Properties question the relevance of this policy as it applies to the East Lancaster Strategic Site. The requirements for open space and recreational provision are establihsed by other policis in the Local Plan so it s unclear
sis why there is a need to include thissite in any recreational opportunity area
100/12/5C5/LC/US1-2 David Barnes Star Planning on behalf of Seemore Properties Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scos /A L v Remove Strategic Site as a Area, Yes
The principle of the creation of a new country park as part of the East Lancaster Strategic Site is supported. Such extensive areas of open space will provide effective mitigation for any potential recreational pressure on European
Designated Sites.
163/11/SCS/LC/S David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 23 scos /A L s pport the delivery of the plan. In respect of the Garden Village, Pecl ag can as partof the P No suggested amendments made Yes
Drinkwater Mushrooms note that Policy SG3 which seeks to ensure that infrastructure s delivered to facitate growth in South Lancaster, for example the reconfiguration of Junction 33, Whilst we do not object to the principle of
us/1 this policy, Drinkwater detai should and be subject of d landowner n the area, Drinkwater Mushrooms are a primary stakeholder in this
Usjz policy, 2 g primary The protection of an undefined site for park and rike located in the vicinity of Junction 33 should be reconsidered.
078/04/T1/LC/US1-4 Peter Shannon WYG on behalf of Drinkwater Mushrooms. Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 To1 N/A c v P Yes
Text should be added to paragraph 24.7 to p thatlocal b d be engaged in of Junction 33
us/a Reference is also made to a Park and Ride scheme however the need for this is yet o be proven. Therefore we would question the meritin such an approach that seeks to protect a broad, undefined, location for a use that s yet to paragrap! e
be understood o justifed. The policy must be redrafted to address this issue.
us/2 our cient notes th tof Policy T2 for the delivery of a Cycling and Walking Superhighway related to the Garden Village. Whilst acknowledging that Bailrgg Garden Village s at Iy stage of planning, it s uncl
106/21/T2/LC/US2 3 Craig Barnes Barton Willmore on behalf of Storey Homes Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 T2 /A Lc / ur lient notes the requirement of Policy T2 for the delvery of a Cycling and Walking Superhighway related to the Garden Village. Whilst acknowledging that Bailrigg Garden Vilageis at avery early stage of planning, tis unclear ¢ et nformation should be provided on the Cycling and Walking Superhighway. Yes
us/3 what is meant by this term and how links would be acheived from thissie into the City Cenre.
The 07D ref ling and walkin the Garden Village to be explored through masterplanning. The AG s identifid as a key pubiic transport corridor. This reflects the sustainabit
169/14/T2/L/s onathan Wallace Lichfields on behalf of Commercial Etates Projects Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 T2 /A 1c s 1 DPD refers to 0 cyeing an @ Sarden Vilage to be explored through masterplanning. The AG i identified as 2 key publi transport corridor. This reflects the sustainabiity [yo ¢ ggested amendments made. Yes
of the Scotforth Road site and that it can be delivered in an early phase of the Garden Village development.
There should be a statement on recreational cycling and walking, especially in the wider countryside that comprises most of the district, The emphasis of the policy currently is on cycling and on linkages to and from new
018/02/T2/LC/US3 Brian Jones Not Applicable Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 T02 /A L us/3 s described in the Summary Yes
/02121 PP & P d g development in the urban core areas. There needs to be improvement to long distance cycle routes and protect / enhance foot routes near villiges and rural development. v
Concern s raised over the plan for a super highway for cyclsts and walkers' in the Local Plan from Bairigg to Carnforth where it i stated that a significant part of this involves using the canal towpath.
We are in favour of plans to encourage more cycling and walking and using the canal will ertainly encourage this. Experience has taught us that improving touse paths as
inland Waterways Association Lancashire and Cumbr T2
182/01/T28:3/LC/US3 im Nott ey ye Association fancashre sndGUmBE | strategic polices & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24. T /A Lc us/3 race tracks. As a user of the canal system | frequently encounter some cyclists speeding along the canal towpath causing distress to walkers and boaters. Further engagement s suggested with the inland waterv inthe d fany cycling and walking No
Itis noted that the creation of a cycle superhighway would involve discussions with the Canal and River Trust and we would welcome the opportunity to be involved in planning for the superhighway and to incorporate speed
reducing features. A charging tariff i also mentioned and it would be interesting to see how this could be acheived and policied with some of the revenue from this being used to control speeding.
T02
163/12/T23LC/5 David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 S /A L s Peel notes the content of Policies T2 and T3 and support the proposals in principle and practical, however this should be considered in the context of wider benefits, costs and viabily. No suggested amendments made Yes
Policy T3 and supporting paragraphs 24.15 - 24.21 elate specficallyto Lancaser Canal. Th Trust fully support theinclusin of this standalone polc relating tothe canaland wil provide an appropriste mechanismtoensurethat 1 ool
122/13/T3/1/s im Bettany - simons Canal and River Trust Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 T03 /A Lc s No
'Development adijacent to wats Il not be permitted unless it can be demonstrated that it would not adversely impact o the structure integrity of the wats tsrelated nfrastructure and assets.
The Trust consider that the structuralintegrity of our network and related infrastructure should be recognised, safeguarded and protected within this policy. [Further detail provided i the representors ull response.] velopment adjacent o waterways wil ot be permitied unless it an be demonstrated that t would not acversely impact o the structure ntegrity ofthe waterway or s related infrastructure and assets
RS an riniey i Srategic Policies & Land Allocatons DPD Chapter 24 o A o usla Wit regard to Lancaser Cana,there needs t be a 60m marginalonthe edge of the canal o preserve th green coridorand provide wikife habittin.ts over development stetching toofar out. The cani s atinearpartand. |, oo o
close housing oppositve wil destroy amenty.
Discussion with Network Railis advised
Within the Councilare th ber of f which With th [ firains and the transport s should includ
123/03/T4/NA Diane Clarke Network Rai Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 Tos N/A N/A N/A thin the Councilare there remain a number of MELEA LI o 2 Al AL D L e L e e B L T T el No suggested amendments made. No
assessment of proposals potentialto impact upon a level . Where level be impacted by development the C R B T TS TR T i
crossing should be considered prior to submission of a planning application. Mitigation of the impacts should be funded proposals that mounts of movement or impact on level
[t oo O T U A G et A1 GO FA
163/13/Ta/Lc/s David Diggle Turley on behalf of Peel Holdings Investments Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD Chapter 24 Tos N/A 1c s Peel notes the content of Policy T4 and support the proposal in principle and practical, however this should be considered i the context of wider benefits, costs and viabilty. No suggested amendments made Yes
- T Carnforth a5 = key empl Rowever the spatial st in Polcy SPS does not promote Carnforth ployment area and does not allocate any new
167/04/KD/LC/S Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD | Key Diagram /A /A L s Our chent continuestosupport of Carnforth as akey ‘owever the spatialstategy 2s set ot n Poliy $PS does not promote Carnforth 2s 2 key employment area and does notalocate any new |, o octet amendments made. Yes
persimmon Homes are promoting the development of a site located on the edge of the Buift up area of / The ste s in the Green Belt. Persimmon have undertaken their own
s/ the Green Belt and limited contribution to Green Belt purposes.
Hot us/2
128/07/H1ENS/LC/US1-4 Aquib Saghic L Consuting on behalfof Persimmon Horn rategic Polcies & Land Alocations DPD /A N Lc That land I n th  Bolton-le-Sands and Slyne-with-Hest be removed from the Green Belt and allocated for housin N
107/ /el i s2g L Consulting on behalf of Persimmon Homes strategic Policies & Land Allocations i ENOS A us/3 < and the Councilthat itis unable to meet housing needs this site should be considered to provide residential development n the short term ofthis plan period. The siteis not | ™22 12¢3ted on the edge of Bolton-le-Sands and slyne-with-Hest be removed from the Green eltand allocated for housing °
us/a constrained, in a sustainable location and will ot There should be no reason in planning policy terms to from coming [Further
detail provided in the representors full response.]
s/
us/2 The Local lan Transport Assessment faisto take into account the likely increase of vehicle movements from Back Lane Quarry other minera reser in Lancashire, the Yorkshire Dales and
002/03/NLCS/US1-4 Geoff st regate Industries UK Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A N/A N/A NLC/S N ted amendments mad ve
JETIEES SRS [l B R ST AT z z z L us/3 South Lakeland. The assessment ail to take account the NPPF minerals and minerals nfrastructure safeguarding requirements DR EICTA SR ©
us/a
Us/1
002/0/NLCS/US18 ot torey ngsregate Incustres UK Srategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD A A A s us/2 The Local Plan viabilty assessment ail to take into account the implications of the agent of change principle n relaton to the proposed residential development in close proximity to safeguarded minerals and minerals R — ves
us/3 infrastructure, reference is made to the Cemex UK v Richmondshiere judgement attached.
us/a
DutytoC
3/0uc oavid Smurthwaite raven District Councl Srategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD A A A o A craven Distrct Counciland Lancaster City Council are Dty to Coaperate partners have had regular meetinfg o scussloalplan preparation. The reult o the ongoing engagementis tha the Craven and Lancaster Local Plans [ oo o
broadly align. As a result o ongoiung engagement there are no outstanding issues between the authorities. As such Craven Ditrict Council supports the Lancaster Local Plan Strategic Policies & LAnd Allocations DPD in that the
policy and the Duty to C have been met.
Craven Distrct Council have reviewed the presented as part of thi ttation and hat are of 1 the Council supports the plan and the policy approach contained within it
113/02/1¢/5 David Smurthwait Craven District Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A N/A N/A Lc s N ted amendments mad N
2vid smurthwaite aven District Coundi B R S A S g Z Z The Council remain satisfied that n particular there are no Duty to Co-operate matt from this consultation.Craven Distrct Council the plan and evidence inprinciple and raise no objections as a OSSR o
consequence.
Dutytoc
025/02/1/5 Mark Evans Fyide Borough Council Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD /A /A /A L s Itis noted that although Lancaster City Council cannot deliver the OAN idenitfied and some of it i not provided in this plan period, LCC have not requested assistance in meeting this need from any adjacent th a d No
Fylde Counci wish to be kept informed as the Lancaster Localm Plan progress to submission and willcontinue to work with the ity Council to meet the Duty to Cooperate.
Highways England note that the Council submitted the Local Plan to the Secretary of State in May 2018 for independent examination. The examination starts on the submission of the DPDs to the Secretary of State and therefire the
Inspector must consider the soundness of the DPDs as submitted
us/1 Itis recommended in the Procedural Practice in the Local Plans (2016) that the LPA plan before it is published for consultation under Regulation 19 to ensure that itis 2 plan which they consider
us/2 10 be sound. The plan should focus relentlessly on the critcalissues and strategies to. attention The Planning and Compulsary Purchase Act specifically provides that a LPA
076/04/NLCS/US1-4 Warren Hil Highways England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A /A /A NG5 No suggested amendments mad
LTy arren Hiton SLEREEE e 7 7 7 & us/3 must not submit the plan unless It considers the document to b reacy for examination. The Inspector willtake the publsihed plan (and i relevant the addendum subitted wiht the plan to address maters arsing from the public |0 Ugeested amendments made
us/a consultation on the plan at Regulation 19 stage) as the final word of the LPA on the plan. Therefore there is 2 very string expectation that further LPA-led changes to the plan willnot be necessary.

[ According to NPPG of transport
shaping rather than thi

hould several stages in preparing the Local Plan. It should be an iterative provides that becomes more refined through the process itself and ultimately
and then trying to retrofit it o the development strategy. Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
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— S
[We do not consider that the Transport Assessment transport and have the validity of long with the scope and suitability o the identified mitigation affecting the
@n strategic road network.
Ga We request that the findings of the transport assessment are reviewed, using a strategic model, for the strategic road network are agreed with Highways England to ensure the continued
076/05/NLCS/US1-4 Warren Hitton Highways England Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A N/A N/A NLC/5 % The transport assessment does not considered planned major transport infrastructure and the findings suggest that some major transport tical to the Local Plan within the supp safe and efficient operation of the strategic road network in Lancaster, something which avoids local trips being displaced onto the strategic road network
i Infrastructure Delivery Plan s not required. In additional the Air that required to fully the impacts of proposed growth are likely to be and if the
proposed mitigation will provide the necessary measues to offset this impact. We would welcome a clearer understanding of what development can take place using existing transport capacity and at what time interventions are
required. We would also welcome continued dialogue with the Council to ensure that transport impacts of strategic areas of growth are appropriately assessed. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The Council have not met ts Duty to Cooperate as it has not fully explored the possibilty o assisting Wyre with its unmet h ds. The Duty to Cooperate Statement of Compliance states that the Council have not met with
s o e o 18 e The Dty to Cooperate Statement of Complance sttes that the Councl have not met It Lt cansidered that while ancaser CC have engaged with Wyre BC it has not positvely addressed e with ts unmet need. Wyre has a shortage of housing land. Wyre are in the same housing
151/01/NLC3.6/US4 Matthew Symons Hollins Strategic Land strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A N/A N/A N6 us/a v v v el P € v ke rea s Bickpo and Fide with nfthr able t st Wyre i mecetin s needs. 1.5 considrd that th defvery of housng i locarans welrelate 1o Ware, for xample fand o Prston  Lancster Road, Galgte Yes
t Wyre in this regard.
Lancaster City Council have informed Wyre that they cannot assist with its unmet need because itis having to release Green Beltin order to meet its own housing requirements. However, numerous non Green Belt sites have been | " 2%t WYre In this regar
identified within the open countryside.
The HBF welcomes reference to the Duty to Cooperate, however currently the lack of detail within the documents regarding the actions that the Council have taken to meet ts obligations under the duty.
097/01/NLC36 oanne Hardi Home Buiders Federati Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A /A /A N6 N/A N ted amendment mad v
/o1 foanne Harding fome Bulders Federation rategic Policies & Land Allocations / / / 4 d The Duty to Cooperate Statement of Compliance highlights that Wyre has asked Lancaster to take some of its housing growth and that this option has For other authoriti natinf © suggested amendment mace ©
o been shared. The primary concernsof the HBF e hose asociated with housing nced and delvery an <he rle ancastr an play in mectin s wn needs an potentilly thoseofathers. [Furthr det provided n the
representors fullresponse.]
We expect future discussions between Lancaster and neighbouring authorities with regard to Duty to Cooperate and reser ve comment untilthe Examination. We understand the Wyre Local Plan is currently under the process of
examination with hearings due to be scheduled for May 2018. Wyre district neighbours Lancaster and lies close to the site at Home Farm, Elle. Wyre and Lancaster share a travel to work area and whilst in separate housing markets
138/08/NLCS ol Tunstall swec planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trustand | ¢ oo s P . A A . A there are clear correlations. The Local be adapted with ofan meet the shortfall. Combined with the known housing shortfallin housing need proposed by the neighbouring district we ves
M Capital Developments propose that Home Farm Elllis an excellent location for development to meet the needs of both distrct,either i term of actual delivered housing numbers n Lancaster or Wyre.
Wyre are also proposing a Local Plan which cannot meet housing needs due to highway capacity and flood risk. Both Wyre and Lancaster have sought to accommodate housing OAN shortfalin each other's district, with the
potential outcome that both districts do not meet housing need. The ramifications of this to the housing market and economy cannot be unstated and we informed Wyre Council of the proposals for Home Farm albeit the whole
ste lies within Lancaster.
Duty to C
012/01/NA David Thow Wyre Borough Counci Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Clarification required in paragraph 10.1, there has the matters itis and agreed by both parties that neither council can assist in meeting any outstanding housing | Clarification required in the Duty to Cooperate Statement of Compliance. No
Ithas been ags matter of housing req be amatter to be addressed for the apy be in the statement
Our previous representations have set out concerns over the need for impact testing any scehemes which come forward via Policy SGS of the Plan. We note that amendments have been made to Policy DM16 of the Development
Savills on behalf of the Roubaix Group & Elst Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD & |  Chapter 13 5605 us/2
111/01/56580M16/LC/US2-3 Matthew Sobic g o oresp R ERen T evelopment Management D7D Chapter 07 s N/A 1c usja arsgement 070 which hve providd oaly driedsandards oripact ssessment which However, the policy req should not relate to the creation of new floorspace within the preimary shopping  [Request amendment to the policy that sets out that an impact assessment s required for proposals for the creation of 500sam of floorspace within the defined City Centre boundary but not within the PSA.
s It proposed that both Policies TC2 and DM17 and the Local Plan policies map are amended to remove any reference to primary and secondary retailfrontages. As currently wordeed the policies are too restrictive and will not
allow Lancaster City Centre to evolve in line with modern retail
Savills on behalf of the Roubaix Group & Elston Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD& | Chapter 19 Tc02 us/2
111/02/TC2&DM17/LC/US1-4 N/A i g P 5 b - CoPD Pt ”t o o1y N/A e us;; Primary and Secondary frontages should be removed from the Local Plan.
® P e P vera The policy position of defining primary and secondary frontages has the potentia to provide for an uncompetitive city centre environment that does not provide for customer choice and a diverse offer. The policy approach has the
potential to harm the future prosperity and evolution of Marketgate to provide a key future role as Lancaster City Centre's destination. in full response.]
We have reviewed the Publication Documents and are satisifed that the Plan is sound, legally compliant and produced in accordance with the Duty to Cooperate.
Strategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD &
077/01/LC/5 Liz Locke Environment Agency Dg b o oPD. N/A N/A N/A e s No suggested amendments made. No
P e We note the acknowledgement of flood risk at allocated sites DOS1 and DOSA and ask to be consultated on any subsequent masterplanning stages.
Consideration should be given in Transport Assessments to the potential for increased footfal at railway stations as a result of proposed residential ithin the Local Plan should be
123/01/NA oiane Clarke Network Rai trategic Policies & Land Allocations DPD & . . . A WA accompanied by a Transport Assessment which ncludes the consideration of the impactof proposals upon level crossings with mifigation implemente a required. We would encourage the Counci to adopt specific policywording |\ (oo o
Development Management DPD o ensure that the impact of proposed new development on the rists at level crossings are fully assessed by developers. Sustainable drainage proposals should take into account the impacts on adjacent railway infrastructrue.
[Further detail provided in the representors full esponse.]
Strategic Policies & Land Alocations DPD & South Lakeland District Council consider both DPDS to be sound and legally compliant, South Lakeland District Council does not seek any of its housing needs to be met in Lancaster District. Lancaster City Council has worked closely
125/01/1C Lorayne Wall South Lakeland District Council N/A N/A N/A Lc N/A N ted amendments made. N
orayne el outh Lakeland District Councl Development Management DPD / / / 4 with South Lakeland District Councilduring the course of preparation of the two Published DPDs and we considered that it has met the Duty to Cooperate i this regard. The two Councils have also cooperated extensively onthe | \* *VBEested amendments made ©
preparation of the Arnside & Silverdale AONB DPD.
us/1 A5 a point of process, no explanation has been provided by the Council s to why it has sought to publish additional information late stage of the plan making p Itis not Local Plan can have
us/2 been based on information which has been published circa a is intended to suppe In that regard it i not clear in  the Councilis asking
051/30/NLC3/US1-4 Ian Gilbert Barton Willmore on behalf of H20 Urban LLP /A N/A N/A N/A N3 No suggested amendments made. Yes
TR /i /i i i 4 us/3 effects the soundness of the Local Plan. Moreover, as set out in Regulation 19 and 35 of the Town and C: Regulations 201 bep ai ! relevant to the Plan. As =
us/a such if the evidence upon s required plan, have been published alongside the Regulation 19 Local Plan.
Itis concerning that the Council re consulting on new evidence nearly a year later and relying on this evidence to support the soundness of their local plan. The tests of soundness are clear that the thrust of preparing a positively
sound plan is being based on proportionate and robust evidence.
us/1 in our view the Local Plan should not rely on evidence that was not even published or produced until after it was submitted. It appears that the additional information has only been prepared to respond to comments submitted to
167/23/NLCS/US18.284 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd /A N/A N/A N/A Ne/s us/2 the Submission Version of the Local Plan rather than providing a sound justification for the chosen strategy. No suggested amendments made. Yes
us/a
The Plan should have been submitted on the basis that the Counci consider it to be sound. The Council should not produce a suite of documents b d atimproving the Plan. The published as part of
this consultation relates to fundamental topics that o to the heart of the Plan and notwithstanding earlier concerns raised by the Inspector regard the late changes to the Plan it s not clear whether this aditional work has
implications for the soundness of the Local Plan. Our client urges caution to the Counciln relying on this evidence for the soundness of the Plan. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
The results of the transport assessment could not have been considered by the Councilin proposing the site allocations in the Submission Version of the Plan.
Chapter 1 of the Stage 1 Transport Assessment notes the major imitation of the study is the modeling work doesn'tinclude an up-to-date Strat The t, therefore, capable
overalltransport impact of distrct-wide and nor can it reassign highway network in congested conditions to avold congested links. Essentiall the Stage 1Transport
| Assessment models aworst case scenario of adding tog highways impacts of proposals
o/ In addition, the Stage 1 the high determine th tof the Local Plan based tyear of 2023. Our client does not th thi
167/24/NLCS/US18284 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd /A N/A N/A N/A NLC/5 us/2 o B iy B [ e No suggested amendments made. Yes
o approach. The assessment should be seeking to assess the highway impact of both d t the end of the plan period.
The Council has included the approved inC clents land. However, land at Warton Road which i allocated as a Development Opportunity Ste has been excluded from the
secsmentand o tiaton s e gven s exclusio Thi ngs o question the obustess anrellablty of d modelling in
our methodology used for be flawed, and theref be flawed and cannot be relied upon to justify policies and allocations n the Local lan. [Further detail provided in the
representors fullresponse.]
Our client support the evidence published by the Council o justify the protection of valued landscsapes around the settlement boundary of Carnforth. Itis important that these areas are preserved for enjoyment of future
generations. However, what the designations demonstrate is that the opportunities for development on the edge of Carnforth or the expansion of existing employment sites s limited due to the protection offered by draft Policy
EN.
167/25/¢/s Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd /A N/A N/A N/A Lc s No suggested amendments made. Yes
A5 set outin our previous representation, our clients land to the north of Kellet Road i the only suitable, available and deliverable site that can deliver employment growth in Carnforth. Furthermore recent planning permissions in
this area demonstrate that development can be in this location without h dverse impact on the landscape. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
With regard to the Strategic Housing and Employment Land Avalabilty Our clientis concern 4 regard of theirand (and north of Kellet Road) i incorrect and potentially
misleading. It continues to state is subject to a section proposed accesss. The Council claim that because the Section be signed off then site
acheivable.
B It should be clarified that ted in May 2018 and was not subject to a Section 106 . As such th e of the ste h Furth despite th
should be clarified that permission was granted in May 2018 and was not subject to a Section 106 agreement. As such the principle of e site has urthermore, despite the
167/26/NLCS/US18284 Hannah Walker Barton Willmore on behalf of SCPi Consulting Ltd /A N/A /A /A N/ us/2 : P g Y J & princie ", ; P be scored green for suitabilty, y ask the Council to reconsider their on provided above. Yes
& Council ascertions, the access on to the M6 is not problematic and the highway authority have no objections to the proposed the tion our with the highway
of the AG01(M) as a mot for this is expected to be issued in the next month.
in summary the C t problems with access and due to the absence of a signed 106 agreement. However this is not the case and the Council through granting permission, accept
that the site is accessible and acheivable and the wider site s suitable for development.
n our view the Local Plan must not rely on evidence that was not published or produced until after the Local Plan was submitted. It appears the additional information has only been prepared to respond to comments submitted to
us/1 the Submission Version of the Local Pla rather than providing sound justification for the chosen strategy.
us/2
106/38/NLCS/US1-4 Ian Gilbert Barton Wil behalf of Storey H N/A N/A /A /A N5 N ted amendments made. v
fan Glber SR e S Rl 2 g g g s us/3 The plan should have been submitted on the basis that the Council considered it to be sound. The Council should not prod te of documents o d atimproving the plan. The new evideence published s [\© V88ested amendments made ©
us/a part o this consultation relates to fundamental topics that go to the heart of the Local Plan and notwithstanding earlier concerns raised by the Inspector regarding the late changes to the Plan it is not clear whether this additional
implications for the soundness of the Plan. [Further detailprovided in the representors full response.]
and informaiton and have the following to make on the Lancaster City C Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk 25FRA)
prepared by consultants JBA.
D ity Dougherty (for and on behalfof Alex [ o am m wm wm L . We note the Level 2 SFRA has assessed site LPSA 810 (Land off Imperial Way) for residential use. Itis hat the Local Plan has not allocated this i idential use and tha tis allocated for employmentusein |\ (ool .
Hazel) connection with the Port of Heysham.
[We would also like to make you aware that the UK Climate Projections 2018 was launched on the 26 November 2018, however as your Local Plan was submitted for Examination prior to itslaunch it is acceptable to use the
allowances and advice published in February 2016.
050/24/LC/5 Emily Hrycan Historic England /A N/A /A N/A Lc s With regard to the additional evidence consultation of January / February 2019, at this stage Historic England have no further comments to make. dments mad
The fundamental principle of the Local lan s that it s informed on ase from the outset, which Id argue is not the case here, particul have been made in relation to site alocati
o the gather of this nformati mitted as late evident
©h SRR T TN S RNICIE T We consider that the Insp t tof the have been excluded that could readily help in delivering the much needed increase in housing, particularly
in the short term period when itis clear the pl nted does not intend to deli e e AT
RS — JWPC Planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trust and am m wm wm e us/2 In order to be considered sound, the plan he allocation of al sites subject to this LPAS which not to reopen this debate, it would be a sensible compromise approach that the SREGHELE RTINS A T TG LECEC S ERE LT LA TS G et st DU LIRS ves
M Capital Development us/3 Examination H ider omission sites from the outset in light of th iden

Our client maintains that the land at Home Farm, Ellel be identified to contribute to meeting housing need in the distict and have the potential to meet cross boundary housing needs, meeting some of the housing requirements for
Wyre. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]

housing that could be acheived if all potential sites are included.
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us/1 The Housing Land Monitoring ficant and of new build housing development n the short term against local plan targets, which are already well short of the OAN and highights the
RS N JWPC Planning on behalf of TNPG Sandeman Trust and wa A A s us/2 sigificant flaws inthe LocalPan stratey i terms of rovidng new housing growth. Tisinformaiton ws avallbl t the Councl when thy consited on o the Local Plan which R — ves
M Capital Developments us/3 sought to reduce the over plan targets and annual supply figure further. The status of the Council's position on this is somewhat unclear, but it d I Plan strateg and will not deluver the level of
us/a housing below the OAN and that the Local Plan originally d I provided in full )
Us/1
JWPC Planning on behaif of TNPG Sandeman Trust and us/2 Home Farm Ellelis considered undeliverble in the 2018 SHELAA i relaiton to land: d highways but thi tof the proposal presented through pre-application process (comments of which are attached to
139/07/NLC5/Us1-4 Paul Tunstall N/A N/A N/A NLC/5 N ted amendments made. v
el aulTunst! M Capital Developments oy g Z g us/3 the full representation). There are significant concerns over the robustness of the 2018 SHELAA, details of which are set out i the representors fullresponse. [Further detal provided in the representors ful response.] 0 suggested amendments made. ©
us/a
Paragraph 6.3 of the Air Quality Position Statement mak in the Local Plan have the potential to both the AQW) This isall part of the wider
environmental setting and context of the Local Plan and should be seen alongside Climate Change and biodiversity as key longer terms concerns that must be addressed within this Plan.
021/07/Lc/Us3 David Alexander N/A /A N/A N/A N/A Lc us/3 No suggested amendments made. No
The Inspector needs to carefull assess development allocations to determine whether they are likely to faciltate air quality b themselves to poor ar quaity. The precautionary
principle can be applied here to ensre that excessive housing allocations are not approved whist at the same time encouraging complimentary measures.
Comments related not to the substance of the Plan tself but the consultation process. With the number of consultations on the same plan it i difficult to keep peaple enthused, engaged and up-to-date. Whilst | was made aware of
us/1 viathe City Council no local newspapers, many older people do not have the Internet and therefore find it difficultto find out information and
us/2 d
052/02/C12/LC/US1-4 Rosie Morgan N/A /A N/A N/A N/A Lc o 5;3 respon [No suggested amendments made. No
us/a 1 remain no clearer as to whether the Inspector will consider all , the original plan. This is not a consultation designed to encourage public
engagement, in fact | would suggest quite the opposite.
180/01/1/s Sacha Rossi National Ai Traffic Services (NATS) /A N/A N/A N/A Lc s NATS has no comments to make on the Local Plan No suggested amendments made. No
The recent re-publication of the Submission Plan is unfortunate and confusing to those participating in the Loclal lan preparation process. It apps October 2018 have been withdh d
no ool plan. We however d supp e Jan, not subsequent i
NLC/2 us/1
NC/3 us/2 There is now a clear mismatch between the plan and the plan. The mere required strongly su: plan was purp:
5/US1- olin Griffiths atnam Planning Services f e woul o brmitted plan s unsoun should be suspended whilst new submission plan s prepares es
D [ RS 7 B WA WA NLC/a us/2 without modification and is therefore unsound as submitted et TR g £ < AR e CABEETE v
NLC/5 us/a
This i a serlous issue for the plan and in the spirit of transparency and efficiency the plan should be withdrawn and a revised submission plan prepared taking on board the findings of the revised evideence base and changed
circumstances. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Concern raised about some o the cost assumptiuons adopted by Lambert Smith Hampton in the Local Plan Vibailty Assessment i relation to base build costs across new housing plus 20% for standard works and a contigency of 3-
We believe that this cost i not reflective of the current development market, particularly in the Lancaster area. In our devel in and managing which
s/t drives up costs.
193/01/NLCa/US183 Adam Mirley savills /A N/A N/A N/A NLC/a o No suggested amendments made.
Based on our market exposure and knowledge, the base build costs across Lancaster are at the upper end of the range of costs for the region. This results n base build costs of £95-£100 per sq ft - rather than the £75 per sq ft
suggested by Lambert Smith Hampton. Abnorma ste specific costs are then incurred in adition to these costs
We would also express concerns over the profit margin of 18% on GDV, in our experience house builders target a minimum return of 20% on GDV to reflect inherent construction risks and sales risks. [Further detailprovided i the.
representors full response.]
With regard to the Transport Assessment, on behalf of Gladman Croft Transport Consultants have reviewed both the stage 1 and stage 2 d would ding the fthe
methodology.
us/1 Firstly a strategic model has not been used. As such traffic generation assignment doesn't take into account for example short car trips. The traffic generation i therefore likely to be onerous. We would welcome confirmation from
Savills on behalfof the Bairigg Farmiand Trustees and us/2 the Councilthat a srategic modeli i fol
[ ngam key avills on behalf of the Bailrgg Farmland Trustees an W m o e . % e Councilthata strategic modelling exercise will follow. o suggested amendment made. ves
Gladman Developments us/3
us/a The WYG analysis uses both growthed flows and development flows and as such there will be an element of double counting it also makes use of the TEMPRO traffic growth which also could result in double counting. Itis not clear
why 2033 has been used as a future year assessment when the Local Plan runs up to 2031. The build out rate assumptions are not explained and it seems as through there is an expectation that allofthe sites willbe fully occupied
by 2033, There seems to be no justification for this approach. When it comes to matters of employment leakage, it i not clear how these figures have been derived and this should be clarified. The distribution of traffc from the
Various sites has been based on manual assignment which is only being done i the abscence of a strategic model. This could lead to misleading results. [Further detal provided n the representors full response.]
Our review of the Identified Sites Lancaster and Visual Assessment found that despite a farly robust methodology that it is not a coherent assessmetn of the draft allocated site at Bairigg Garden Village. There s a fundamental
error in the confusion of two landscape character areas which pervades the assessment and makes it very difficut to understand
Setting this aside, it s difficult to understand how the assessment reached its conclusion. The visual affects assessed for the Bailrgg. tobe of major , although they ignore the sensitive
s/t receptors which were identified in this methodology such as public rights of way and refer to residential views only.Despite this, the conclusion that development ‘should be possible across this strategic ste! with the caveat that the
Kkey views and landscape features would need to be protected. This conclusion s consistent wint the initial of by our dlent.
Savills on behalf of the Bairigg Farmiand Trustees and us/2
029/10/LC/Us1-4 [Adam Key e /A N/A N/A N/A Lc " 5;3 No suggested amendment made. Yes
& e In relation to the landscape and visual assessment for the SHLAA our review has found that the purpose and benefit of the report i unclear. It was undertaken at a high level and does not contain a sufficiently robust methodology.
The report considers the landscape and visual effect of developing some or al of the site but offers no mappinf so the exact area of assessment cannot be determined.
n summary the additional evidence and information produced by Arcadis on behalf of the Council does not present a coherent view or further support the draft allocation, of whic this ite s part of. The additional evidence s
contradictory both between evidence and, in the case of detailed landscape and visual assessment. It is therefore not clear as how the additional evidence willassist n clarifying the Councilsintentions with respect to the draft
allocation. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
Us/1
Savills on behalf of the Bailrigg Farmiand Trustees and In relation to the Housing Monitoring Report. Given the transitional arrangements outlined in the revised Framework, our clients simply remind the Councilthat the Plan willbe tested against the requirements of the previous
029/11/Us1-4 [Adam Key & /A N/A N/A N/A Lc 32 e B g 2 Y g & & No suggested amendment made. Yes
Gladman Developments us/3 framework.
us/a
Us/1
S S o sj . Lambert Smith Hampton have considered development viabilty in area. It jability for the Garden Village will only be assessed through the Area Action Plan process. Again in our view this work
029/12/Us1-4 [Adam Key e i /A N/A N/A N/A L 5 needs to be undertaken at the earliest possibl that the y level of development within Lancaster can be delivered. It s not appropriate to delay this given that the Garden Village s to deliver [No suggested amendment made. Yes
P! nearly 30% of Lancaster's housing growth,
us/a
Whilt the Playing Pitch Assessment of the clubs needsis reasonably robust and accurate, there are some changes required. We believe that the recommendations for the future delivery of rugby in the district are not deliverable
and, as the key deliverer of rugby opporutnities in the district we cannot 'sign up' to them.
us/1
us/2 We believe that PPS does not make the best use of opportunities b t ds the use of a 3G pitch which is aready at. dis not current d for rugh thout the fundi hanism to achi
188/01/LC/Us1-4 Paul Brett Smith Vale of Lune Rugby Club. /A N/A /A /A Lc ) @ belleve that PPS does not make the best use of opportunities because t recommends the use of a 3 pitch which i already at capacity and s not currently approved for rugby use (without the funding mechanism to achieve |5, 4, piging ptch Assessment is amended to take account of the proposed strategy for rugby union needs n the distric,
us/3 thi). It also requires a replacement for a grass pitch on the basis of three pitches being insufficient to accommodate allyouth and mini teams at weekends. This analysisis on the assumption that al these teams wish to play on a
us/a Sunday morning which is not the case. The replacement of the grass pitch would be unnecessary to meet the needs of the rugby club
We disagree with the current proposed in the PPC, we beli d deliverable strategy is o provide a 3G pitch at the Vale of Lune RUFC. [Further detail provided in the representors full response.]
[ 8) refers to th
I - \estgote ricket Cub wa A A A o . Writing as the secretary of Westgate Cricket Club in relation to the Lancaster District Playing Pitch 2 g of Westgate CC and Bare CC. Securtyof tenureisa [\ oo ents made.
major issue for the club, not only for the reasons mapped out n the Rpeort but aso to help us look for grant support from funders. We support the conclusions of the assessment on page 61
012/02/NA David Thow Wyre Borough Council /A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A With reference to the additional evidence and information. Wyre Borough Council have no additional comments to make on the Lancaster District Local Plan. No suggested amendments. No
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