


vehicles on the road will exacerbate this situation and probably drive people to
other cities and towns which will further deflate any local economy benefits.
Without creating reliable, well-maintained crossings, these houses will not bring
any significant prosperity to the town and local economy.

There is very little detail on how any of the infrastructure will be funded and
managed. There is no proposal to use public money so it does lead to the
question of where the funding will come from to build, maintain and run the
hospitals, doctors surgeries, health centres, schools and roads. I am also unable
to find details of health and well-being facilities that will be required and how
they will be funded & built. There is no plan as to when these facilities would be
built & how they would be funded through any transition period. For example
the local schools cannot absorb extra pupils from any new housing so where do
these children go before the new school is built? If the intention is to build the
facilities up front, how will they be funded, maintain and staffed in the interim?

LPT4 does not have the necessary level of detail to support this level of
development and does not give funded public transport solutions to the planned
increase in population.

The environmental impact of this development cannot be understated. The loss
of Green Belt land for all of Warrington’s residents along with increased air,
light and noise pollution is catastrophic and devastating. The loss of biodiversity
in the remaining Green Belt will be irreversible. This is a disastrous decision for
our environment.
WBC has an ambition to reduce pollution and encourage sustainable travel, in
line with the current draft LTP4. However this application is contra to all of
these aims. 
It has recently been reported that Warrington has some of the highest levels of
air pollution in the UK and the M6 / M56 corridor are already some of the worst
areas in Warrington for air pollution. The local economy is unlikely to be able to
support people living in the houses being proposed and those individuals are not
likely to use public transport or cycle to work, so leading to a reliance on cars
and resulting in further increased levels of pollution. This plan does nothing to
reduce reliance on vehicles, the associated pollution and the adverse impact it
has on health. 

This proposal is unjustified in it’s size and is unrealistic on economic growth
rate. It does not safeguard the countryside from encroachment and I believe it
goes against the purpose of Green Belt. This is in addition to the huge impact
from increased pollution on the local population and congestion on the town's
roads. In my opinion it is undeliverable and unsound and should not be
implemented. 

Yours faithfully, Gill Hebenton. 




