Proposed Submission Version Local Plan
PART A - About You

1. Please complete the following:

Please note the email address (if provided below) will be sent a full copy of the submitted
response and a unique reference number.

Name of person completing the form: Sue Neale

Email address: I

2. What type of respondent are you? Please select one option only.
If you are an agent please select the type of client you are representing.

A local resident who lives in Warrington

3. Please provide your contact details:

Contact details
Organisation name (if applicable) -

Agent name (if applicable) Sue Neale

Address 1

|
Address 2 I
]
[
I

Postal Town
Postcode

Telephone number

PART B - Representation Form 1

1. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?
From the drop down list please select one option.

Plan as a whole

2. What does your comment relate to? Please select one option.

None of the above



3. Do you consider the Draft Local Plan to be: Please select one option in each row.

Yes | No
Legally Compliant
Sound X

Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate

4. If you have answered 'No' to any of the options in the above question then please give
details in the box below of why you consider the Draft Local Plan is not legally compliant
or is unsound or fails to comply with the duty to co-operate.

Please be as precise as possible.

This plan to use Green Belt Land is UNSOUND for many reasons:

1. At a time when clean air has been shown to be in short supply, with resulting harm to health,
removing any part of the buffer of green belt that currently helps to protect residents from the fumes
from proximate motorways is foolhardy and shows a lack of understanding of a duty of care to those
living in the area.

2. Green belt and wild land cannot quickly be regained once lost- once gone it's gone. This flies in the
face of the Governments own policies for protecting our natural world and shows a lack of
understanding of the climate crisis. Green belt must be protected, and extended where possible. ALL
brownfield options should be developed first.

3.The number of houses proposed in the development is not justified by official forecasts, so if the
Council is intending to follow this course it is UNSOUND.

4. The local traffic is already very substantial and frequently the road system cannot cope. The number
of additional vehicles that will be brought to our roads will add further chaos and worsening air quality
for residents.

5. There are no recreational facilities to speak of in South Warrington which means that putting almost
7000 homes in the South East Urban Extension means putting AT LEAST that many additional cars on
the road regularly travelling into and beyond the Town centre- a route that is already heavily
oversubscribed. A route that is dogged by canal crossings. The number of new dwellings and the
consequent traffic therefrom is simply unsustainable in this area.

6. The plan does little or nothing to bring back life to the Town centre while simultaneously removing
the character of villages in the South by enveloping all within the new development. This is not
responding to the needs of Warrington's residents.

7. The existing road network/schools/medical facilities cannot take the proposed additional traffic and
people, yet the only prerequisite laid down in the plan is a diversion for the A49. Without the additional
schools and medical provision being put in place at the start, our already stretched services will be
overwhelmed. Without improvements to the road system the same will happen there.



6. Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Draft Local
Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified above
where this relates to soundness. (NB please note that any non-compliance with the duty
to co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).

You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or
sound. It would be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any policy or text.

Please be as precise as possible.

For the Plan to be justified it should better reflect the actual needs for housing, as previously predicted
in population growth forecasts, but if the Council must find homes in excess of that it should identify
currently empty dwellings for remodelling/renovation and also repurpose Town Centre buildings as
multi use properties to encourage living in the Town alongside retail and entertainment facilities. The
Town centre is sorely in need of rejuvenation and this would serve to provide homes closer to wok and
shops so cutting down on the need for cars and additional travel. Additional green spaces should also
be created.

Brownfield sites should be identified and built upon as a first choice wherever possible to upgrade run
down areas and improve the Town generally.

Suitable smaller (downsizing) homes should be built (fewer bedrooms but spacious living areas) to
enable homeowners to leave their bigger properties which would then come on the market.

All of this would go a long way to providing additional homes without the removal of environmentally
important and valuable green belt land and would also cause fewer issues with road congestion.

7. If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to
participate at the oral part of the examination? Please select one option.

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

You have just completed a Representation Form for Plan as a whole.
Please select what you would you like to do now?

Complete the final part of the form, Customer 'About You' questions and submit response (Part C)





