Rep 1D:‘ _ 3'7.' : 38 CompanyIOrganisauon Engﬂsh Herltage a Doi:}lmeai': i LP l.‘ o

Name Ms : E- Hrycan L P‘°“f°¥‘
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The map does not illustrate the historic environment.

Full The map does not illustrate the historic environment.
Response:

Changes :  The map should highlight some of the key heritage assets in the area.

Council's  Noted. The locality area diagram provides a broad/indicative overview of the area, and therefore, it is not

Response: appropriate (or possible at this scale) to include most heritage assets. The Site Allocation process will produce a
Proposals Map that will clearly show heritage assets and designations.

Change : No

Action: No further changes required.

Rep 1D: . 37 [ - Companlergamsatlon' Engitsh Hentage L Document. i_P I

N Name. Ms CE -';_'; Hrycan Pohcv Sﬁc .-
Support/Object: SoundfUnsound: Posmvely Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Page 45 of the Plan has a specific section on the built and historic environment. However, this is much generalised
and does not pick out anything that is considered to be of a priority or of particutar importance.

Full Page 45 of the Plan has a specific section on the built and historic environment. However, this is much generalised
Response: and does not pick out anything that is considered to be of a priority or of particular importance.

Changes :  Specific reference toaspects of the historic environment (following an assessment being recommended for
paragraphs 104 to 109) should be included here.

i ——— o S s . - S

Council's  The introduction to the area based pollcy prowdes a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Change:  pariially accepted

Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
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RepiD: . 43/ 5  CompanylOrganisation: - Susco (Sustamable Cockermouth . Document: (P .

 Name: Mr. M . Porer . . Policy: . S6c
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent;

Summary:  SUSCO dispute comments related to the bus service.

Full The group feel that the majority of residents do not agree with the statement Cockermouth is served by regular bus

Response:  services, a belief that will undermine approaches to public transport and the encouragement of it's use by our
residents. To commute to Carlisle daily you can anly do it if you work a 9-5 job as the bus arrives at 8.48am and
leaves at 17.40. If you start work prior to @am you cannot use a bus service. Shops closed at 17.30, and staff do not
get away in time for the 17.40 and would face waiting till 8pm for the next one! Going to West Cumberland hospital
there is only one direct bus there and back, with only a 15min stop.

Changes :

Council's  Whilst the Council agrees that certain areas of the Plan Area, particularly rural, would benefit from improved bus
Response:  services, it does not consider the level of bus service serving Cockermouth could be regarded as 'irregular'.
Cockermouth is served by several routes and is therefore considered to be a sustainable settlement and key service

centre.
Change : No
Action: No action required.
Rep ID: _' 43 1= 6 CdrﬁpﬁﬂYIOrga'nisatibn: " Susco {Sﬁstaih'abie Cpckg_rmouth"" e Doc;uqrignt: 1 S e
L wemew WO poter . Polon sk
Support/Object: | Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effectivé:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO feel more clarity is required regarding the tests of viability and affordable housing.

Full It is felt the Council is not clear enough in relation 'subject to viability' in relation to affordable housing, as there is no
Response:  clarity in relation to what measure and who's judgement this will be by. It is felt the current 1999, amended 2008,
focal plan section on this in relation to Cockermouth should still apply.
5.7.5Perhaps the most serious housing problem in Cockermouth is concerns the issue of affordable housing. The
popularity of Cockermouth as a place to live forces house prices up such that people on lower incomes are unable
to buy or rent dwellings. The Housing Strategy attempts to define affordability as £35-40,000 for house purchase
and £35 per week for rent.
As should the equally important issue re allocation of housing land for Cockermouth 5.7.2...such as requirement
could only be met by making some substantial allocations on the periphery or the town. As the town is surrounded
by high quality landscape any such allocation must have a defrimental impact. This would put the character of the
town as an attractive modest sized market town in jeopardy

Changes :

Council's  Comment noted. Facilitating the delivery of affordable housing is a key aim of the Plan and the approach is

Response: considered to be appropriate and fully consistent with the NPPF. Viability can be an important consideration in the
delivery of development and therefore must be considered where it is highlighted as an issue. Where viability is
called into doubt the onus is on the developer to provide the evidence to demonstrate that this is the case.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: Mr- M . Porter o oo Poliey il SBo o
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO are concerned about the lack of material on transport infrastructure.

Full This is an area of huge concern, as the Council has completely omitted to inciude the road traffic infrastructure, and

Response:  the impact of future developments on road infrastructure and traffic flow. This is an essential component of this
heading area, and must be addressed in the plan. It is flawed at present by it's lack of mention and consideration
here.

Changes :

Council's  Transport infrastructure is referred to within bullet 2 of the Sustainable Communities and Infrastructure heading.
Response:  |mprovements to the accessibility to and within Cockermouth are sought through improvements to car parks, public
transport and cycle networks.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

hv:;l'f...nocumént: P

Rep 1D: ‘:7:'581' g - : Co_mﬁéhy!OrganiSétion: - Story Homes

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects as the area based localities do not align themselves with the HMAs and do not agree with growth targets.

Full Housing - No justification/evidence base relating to a 10% housing figure for Cockermouth, with an average of 30

Response:  homes per year. Cockermouth is identified as the settlement with the greatest affordable housing need and the
overall supply figures need to address how this will be delivered. The identification of Branthwaite as a Limited
Growth Village where housing will be allowed is supported however the overall housing number percentage for
LGV's is not substantiated, and the overall housing requirement is challenged.

Changes :

Council’s Noted.

Response:
The spatial strategy and settiement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settiement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of future
development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.

An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.
Change : No

Action: No action required.
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LT ™ S e w5 I w0 Policy: * - S6c . ©
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects as the area based localities do not align themselves with the HMAs and do not agree with growth targets.

Full Page 43 Policy S6C Cockermouth. The identification of Cockermouth being an attractive residential location which

Response:  has led to high house prices and will result in affordability issues are noted and supported to a certain degree by
evidence, however it should be noted that Cockermouth is not identified as being of high value in the Council's
Viability Assessment documents but one of a moderate value. This has implications in relation to viabflity issues and
is discussed in the Council s own viability assessment evidence. The reference in paragraph 106 of the need to
consider providing more |and in the development plan thus requiring settlement boundary review is noted. This,
however, should be undertaken as an intrinsic element of this Local Plan to demonstrate the ability to deliver the
amount of housing required to meet housing needs, and runs contrary to the PDL prioritisation being sought
elsewhere in the plan

Changes :

Council's  Noted.

Response:
The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settiement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlernent.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of future
development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.

An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.
Change : No

Actlon: Issues regarding PDL have been clarified.

RepID: " 18] - 3 _ Document: LP

S CompanyJOrgianisat’ion:‘ . The Rémblérs ‘ ff;' k

“Name: Mr - _Policy:; . 86d
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Whilst in principle the Ramblers support the Council's policy on enhanced coast access it is considered that the
Plan fails to represent Government policy consistently throughout the Plan and that incorrect wording is used with
reference to the English Coastal Route.

Full The Rambers support the Council's policy in having regard to Government policy on enhanced coast access.

Response:  However, the wording within the Local Plan fails to represent Government policy and is inconsistently applied
throughout the Plan. The incorrect wording is found under Natural Environment under Workington (page 38);
Maryport (page 42}, Wigton (page 50); and Silioth (page 54). It is wrongly omitted from Aspatria {page 58). The
incorrect wording is "Support the development of the Cumbrian Access project, which seeks to establish an
unbroken public right of way along the coast of Britain.”

Changes: The above quoted wording should be replaced in the four noted piaces and added to page 58: "Support the
development of the English Coastal Route which seeks to establish an unbroken walking route along the coast of
England, and to provide enhanced and secure access to the coastal margin.” M is also our view, to add clarity, the
following wording would be useful. "The Council will seek to protect and enhance the English Coastal Route from
inappropriate development and, where suitable opportunities arise, as with the redevelopment of the Workington
Ironworks site, to seek to enhance the route through planning gain®.

Council's  Accept that the title of the Coastal Access route should be amended.

Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Correct the title of the England Coastal Route throughout the plan.
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RepiD: 33/ -6 CompanylOrganisation: . StagecoachNorthWest © .~ Document: LP

: n . Name: Mr N . Wiriter S Belley 86d . -
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  S6d - Sustainable communities and infrastructure. Improve bus passenger waiting environment. Some bus stops
have no pole or flag to identify a safe place to wait for the bus. Bus shelters, raised kerbs, bus gates all create an
environment conducive to ease of accessing the bus safely. The bus will help reduce traffic movement volumes if
properly supported.

Full S$6d Sustainable communities and infrastructure Improve bus passenger waiting environment. Some bus stops have

Response: no pole or flag to identify a safe place to wait for the bus. Bus shelters, raised kerbs, bus gates all create an
environment conducive to ease of accessing the bus safely. The bus will help reduce traffic movement volumes if
properly supported.

Changes:  Adopt these points, suitably worded to ensure effective delivery

Council's  The purpose of this policy Is to highlight and address the pricrity issues and opportunities for each specific locality. It

Response: js not intended that this policy would address specific topic issues in detail. However, it is important to note that the
Plan should be read as a 'whole'. Policy S22 (Transport Principles} specifically supports improvements o the
transport network, including bus services associated infrastructure.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
Rep D:: 374 40 - ‘I‘\’:omj:aﬁylprganisation: ; 'Engh_sh H_eritége ': . : ::_;.-:‘-:‘ Document: LI? o
Support/Object: SoundIUnso;.lnd: | Positively Prepared: Iéffective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent;

Summary:  There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.

Full There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
Response: the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.

This section gives a better general portrait of the built heritage of Wigton than the other area descriptions, which is
welcomed. However, more could be made of the contribution that it makes to the character of the area, to the quality
of life of its communities and to the economic well-being of the area. What are the important assets in the area?

There is some reference to the rich historical landscape of the WHS and we welcome the policy to protect it and iis
archaeological remains.

Page 50 of the Plan aims to protect, safeguard and enhance the heritage of Wigton Town Centre and the villages
ensuring that all development respects to and relates to its context. We would also welcome the introduction of a
policy, which relates to some specific heritage assets, where appropriate. This section needs to be consistent, the
area description refers to a medieval street plan but the policies do not refer to this. In addition, there is no mention
of the rich Georgian heritage in the area description, however, there are proposals to protect and enhance it in the
policies.

Page 49 of the Plan in the section on the natural environment refers to landscape character and protecting the
setting of the Lake District National Park {which is supported). Again, this is the first time that this is mentioned as of
importance and should be highlighted more in the area description.

The Plan should make specific references to the historic environment in the area based polices and not just the built
and historic environment section.

Changes: The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Wigton and an assessment be
made of its character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Change:  paptially accept.
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
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ISupporr.IObject: V - éoundIUnsound: | . Positively i’r‘epared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The map does not illustrate the historic environment properly.

Full The map does not illustrate the historic environment properly.
Response:

Changes :  The map should better highlight some of the key heritage assets in the area.

Council's Noted. The locality area diagram provides a broad/indicative overview of the area, and therefore, it is not
Respense: appropriate (or possible at this scale) to include most heritage assets. The Site Allocation process will produce a
Proposals Map that will clearly show heritage assets and designations.

Change : No

Action: No further changes required.

g s ) 'Doi:un“aenlt: LP_

Rep1D: * - 58 Cd}ﬁpﬁﬁyIOrgaqisaﬁon: Stdry Hdmes .

- : .Nar;Ie:-" il Policy: S6d :
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects as the area based localities do not align themselves with the HMAs and do not agree with growth targets or
affordable housing requirement

Full Housing - No justification/evidence base relating to a 10% housing figure for Wigton, with an average of 30 homes
Response: per year.

20% affordable housing requirement is not viable as supported by the coungils own viability study. See further
comments on affordable policy. The identification of unresolved Cross Boundary Issues regarding delivery of
affordable housing demenstrates that the plan does not at this time meet the Duty to Cooperate set out in the
Localism Bill.

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settiement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of future
development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.
An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Further to REG’s Preferred Options representations, it is noted that the area policy for Wigton still does not refer to
renewable energy. This is not consistent with delivering the Strategic Objectives of the plan (SCle and SOIf), which
actively seek to promote renewable energy and low carbon energy production in the Borough. Policy S6d is
therefore unsound as it would not be effective (i.e. it will not deliver the draft objectives of the Core Strategy) and it is
not consistent with the pro-renewable energy stance of the NPPF. Whilst REG have particular-interest in Wigton
where they currently operate and seek to expand their operations, it is considered all Area Based Policies should
include an additional section on renewable energy:

Full Further 1o REG’s Preferred Options representations, it is noted that the area policy for Wigton stilt does not refer to

Response: renewable energy. This is not consistent with delivering the Strategic Objectives of the plan (SOle and SOIf), which
actively seek to promote renewable energy and low carbon energy production in the Borough. Policy $6d is
therefore unsound as it would not be effective (i.e. it will not deliver the draft objectives of the Core Strategy) and it is
not consistent with the pro-renewable energy stance of the NPPF. Whilst REG have particular interest in Wigton
where they currently operate and seek to expand their operations, it is considered all Area Based Policies should
include an additional section on renewable energy:

Changes: Renewable Energy
Maximise renewable energy development at sites where impacts are (or can be made acceptable.

Council's  Noted. As suggested the Plan's actively seeks to promote appropriate renewable energy and low carbon energy
Response: production across the Plan Area. There is no added benefit in repeating policy.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepiD: . . 6/ .2 ; Document' : L_P: e

Companv!Orgamsatlon' ; Fnends of Rural Cumbrlas Enwr _

-9 7 Name. Mls T8 Hemsfey«Rose Polu:y s
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  FORCE support Policy S6e

Full Our members generally support this policy. It is our opinion that the wind energy developments at Hellrigg and

Response: Westnewton should be included in this policy. Hellrigg already has an impact on the area and the consented
scheme at Westnewton will certainly do so when it is constructed.. The Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty and its setting require additional protection as a result of these developments.

Changes :

Council's  Whilst support for this palicy is noted - the Council do not consider it appropriate to reference specific developments
Response: or sites within this strategic policy.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: Mr | ‘. Brodie . -,  Polioy  SBe
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Whilst in principle the Ramblers support the Council's policy on enhanced coast access it is considered that the
Plan fails to represent Government policy consistently throughout the Plan and that incomrect wording is used with
reference to the English Coastal Route.

Full The Rambers support the Council's policy in having regard to Government policy on enhanced coast access.

Response:  However, the wording within the Local Plan fails to represent Government policy and is inconsistently applied
throughout the Plan. The incorrect wording is found under Natural Environment under Workington (page 38);
Maryport (page 42), Wigton (page 50); and Silloth {page 54).- It is wrongly omitted from Aspatria {page 58). The
incorrect wording is "Support the development of the Cumbrian Access project, which seeks to establish an
unbroken public right of way along the coast of Britain.”

Changes: The above quoted wording should be replaced in the four noted places and added to page 58: "Support the
development of the English Coastal Route which seeks to establish an unbroken walking route along the coast of
England, and to provide enhanced and secure access to the coastal margin." It is also our view, to add clarity, the
following wording would be useful. "The Council will seek to protect and enhance the English Coastal Route from
inappropriate development and, where suitable opportunities arise, as with the redevelopment of the Workington
Ironworks site, to seek to enhance the route through planning gain”.

Council's  Accept that the title of the Coastal Access route should be amended.
Response:

Change : Yes
Action: Correct the title of the England Coastal Route throughout the plan.

RepID: . 19/ = 47 - prnpanylorganisation: . Assocrated British Ports - Port of . o Doi:u_me_@:} P 5w s

o Name:. - Policy: . S6e
Support/Object:  Support Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Policy S6e set out an area based policy relating to Silloth. In respect of Silioth's economy, the pelicy recognises the
importance of the Port of Silloth to the economy of Silloth and the economy of the wider Allerdale area. ABP
supports this.

Full Policy S6e: Silloth Area Policy Policy $6e set out an area based policy relating to Silloth. In respect of Silloth’s

Response:  economy, the policy recognises the importance of the Port of Silloth to the economy of Silloth and the economy of
the wider Allerdale area. ABP supports this. As stated above, the Port is a significant generator of direct and indirect
employment in Silloth and the wider area and is vital piece of infrastructure for many local businesses and
industries,including the agricultural industry in Allerdale and wider a field. It is therefore an essential economic
resource for Silloth and the wider Allerdale area, and it is appropriate that the Local Plan recognises its importance.
The previous draft of the Local Plan (Part 1) {then called the Core Strategy) did not identify the Port of Silloth on the
key diagram for Silloth. ABP objected to this and requested that the Port was shown on the key diagram to reflect its

importance to the local economy. ABP supports the identification of the Port on the key diagram for Silloth in the Pre-

Submission Draft of the Local Plan (Part 1). With regard to housing development, as with Policy $3, Policy S6e only
proposes to deliver 3% of Allerdale’s overall housing growth to Silloth. This represents an average of 9 dwellings per
annum over the plan period. ABP objects to this level of housing growth in Silloth as it is considered that this is too
low. Silloth is designated as a Key Service Centre in the Local Plan, This designation reflects the fact that its service
and employment offer serves a wide area, In order to ensure the continued support of this service and employment
offer, and to improve this offer, it is considered vital that a higher level of housing development is delivered to Silloth.
This housing growth will provide a larger population in Silloth to support these services and employment. ABP
therefore requests that the level of housing growth in Silloth shouid be increased to a similar level to the other Key
Service Centres in Allerdale (10-12%).In light of the above, ABP considers that in relation to housing growth in
Silloth, Policy S8e is unsound as it is not positively prepared, as required by the NPPF.

Changes :

Council's  Comments noted. The leve! of housing growth directed to Silloth is considered to be appropriate for the settlement.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: ' : PO]iCy: :l..:' . Sbe ':;:'.-".. B
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Policy $6¢ set out an area based policy relating to Silloth. In respect of Silloth's economy, the policy recognises the
importance of the Port of Silloth to the economy of Silloth and the economy of the wider Allerdale area. ABP

supports this.

Full Policy S6e: Silloth Area Policy Policy S6e set out an area based policy relating to Silloth. In respect of Silloth’s

Response:  gconomy, the policy recognises the importance of the Port of Silloth to the economy of Silloth and the economy of
the wider Allerdale area. ABP supports this. As stated above, the Port is a significant generator of direct and indirect
employment in Silloth and the wider area and is vital piece of infrastructure for many local businesses and
industries,including the agricuitural industry in Allerdale and wider a field. It is therefore an essential economic
resource for Silloth and the wider Allerdale area, and it is appropriate that the Local Plan recognises its importance.
The previous draft of the Local Plan (Part 1) (then called the Core Strategy) did not identify the Port of Silloth on the
key diagram for Silloth. ABP objected to this and requested that the Port was shown on the key diagram to reflect its
importance to the local economy. ABP supports the identification of the Port on the key diagram for Silloth in the Pre-
Submission Draft of the Local Plan (Part 1). With regard to housing development, as with Policy $3, Policy S6e only
proposes to deliver 3% of Allerdale’s overall housing growth to Silloth. This represents an average of 9 dwellings per
annum over the plan period. ABP objects to this level of housing growth in Silloth as it is considered that this is too
low. Silloth is designated as a Key Service Centre in the Local Plan. This designation reflects the fact that its service
and employment offer serves a wide area. In order to ensure the continued support of this service and employment
offer, and to improve this offer, it is considered vital that a higher level of housing development is delivered to Silloth.
This housing growth will provide a larger population in Silloth to support these services and employment. ABP
therefore requests that the level of housing growth in Silloth should be increased to a similar level to the other Key
Service Centres in Allerdale {(10-12%).In light of the above, ABP considers that in relation to housing growth in
Silloth, Policy S6e is unsound as it is not positively prepared, as required by the NPPF.

Changes :

Council's  Comments noted. The level of housing growth directed to Silloth is considered to be appropriate for the settlement.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: Ms E Hrycan , . G~ Poliey:  S6e
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.

Full There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
Response:  the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable davelopment. This section gives a better
general portrait of the built heritage of Silloth than the other area descriptions, which is welcomed.

Better (wording) reference shouid be made to the conservation area’s name, and that the town centre has a number
of listed buildings, which need to be detailed and highlighted if any are of particular importance. There is no need to
state that these are protected.

However, more could be made of the contribution that it makes to the character of the area, to the quality of life of its
communities and to the economic well-being of the area.

What are the important assets in the area? The Plan shoutd make specific references to the historic envirenment in
the area based polices and not just the built and historic environment section.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Silloth and an assessment be
made of its character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area,
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of

the Plan.
Change:  payially accept.
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
Rep. ID: _ 37,1 43 " Compahy[OrQapisation: . Engliéh He_ntagé e Déf_ﬁdment: 'L'P_;. " Y
e Name: Ms - E .5 5 Hiryaan® o7 it/ Polieys i S8 ¢
- Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compfant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The map does not illustrate the historic environment properly.

Full The map does not illustrate the historic environment properly.
Response;

Changes: The map should highlight some of thekey heritage assets in the area.

Council's Noted. The locality area diagram provides a broad/indicative overview of the area, and therefore, it is not
Response:  appropriate (or possible at this scale) to include most heritage assets. The Site Allocation process will produce a
Proposals Map that will clearly show heritage assets and designations.

Change : No

Action: No further change required.
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ep ID: . "37;':: 44 . Company/Organisation: 'Eng.jlish Heritage = e _ bocqingnt: AP . iy

. Name: Ms -~ E = . Mrycan . + Pollcy: Sﬁe
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  There is some reference to the rich historical landscape of WHS but there is no indication as to the importance of
this to the town. This will be a major tourism asset and key component of the local economy.
Full There is some reference to the rich historical landscape of WHS but there is no indication as to the importance of
Response:  this to the town. This will be a major tourism asset and key component of the local economy.
Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Aspatria and an assessment be
made of its character and the contribution it makes to the area.
Councils  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Pian.
Change:  partially accept.
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
Rep ID: - 37/ w45 comPﬁnny}QﬁnisétiOﬁz ;..Eﬁgliéh Heritage - . oy w— Doci‘:ume'n_t: LP
Eea = o 0. % Name: Ms E R nycan e S IS Policy: . 56e -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  We welcome the promotion of the town as a tourist destination, recognising the importance of the WHS.
Full We welcome the promotion of the town as a tourist destination, recognising the importance of the WHS.
Response:
Changes :
Council's  Noted
Response:
Change : N/a
Action:

No further action required.
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op I'D:';" 374 = 46 ‘CompaﬁélOrgénh_swé'tion:' _ ’Engiish Heritage = iy - - ‘Dacument: | LP -

Mame: Ms E . Hyean .~ Pelioy 'S6e
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the opportunity for enhancement of the town’s heritage assets. The paragraph refers to the Green,
however, there is no mention of this in the area description (page 51) and no assessment has been made on its

significance.
Full We wefcome the opportunity for enhancement of the town’s heritage assets. The paragraph refers to the Green,
Response:  however, there is no mention of this in the area description (page 51) and no assessment has been made on its
significance.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include an assessment be made of its character and the contribution it makes to
the area. '

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Change : Partially accept.

Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.

RepID: 37/ . 47 C?SihbanyIOrga_ilisata'oﬁ= .English Heritage - - . Dogument: LP - . -

. Name: Ms  E . .7 Hrycan . . - Poliop .Se i
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:;
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: We welcome reference to the WHS and conservation of its Outstanding Universal Value. However, we are unsure
what reflect WHS status means as a strategic policy. Preference would be to refer to the aims and objectives of the
Management Plan when consider

Full We welcome reference to the WHS and conservation of its Outstanding Universal Value. However, we are unsure
Response:  what reflectWHS status means as a stralegic policy. Preference would be to refer to the aims and objectives of the
Management Plan when considering development opportunities.

Changes:  Amend policy to include reference fo the aims and objectives of the Management Plan. Delete word Reflect.

Council’s It is accepted that the term 'reflect’ is unclear, therefore, the text has been amended appropriately.
Response:

Change : Accepted

Action: Changes made as requested
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RepiD: 58/ 10 CompanylOrganisation: StoryHomes ~~ ~ ~ Document: LP & .

Hane i ~ Policy: - S6e s
- Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects to housing growth figures and affordable house requirement

Full Housing - No justification/evidence base relating 1o the percentage distribution of housing growth

Response: The affordable housing requirements are not viable as evidenced by the Councils own Viability study. See further
comments on affordable policy.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.

Response:
The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community.
Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.
The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an imporiant aspect of future
development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.
An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.

Change : No
Action:

No action required

i CompanyiOrganisation: * United Utiiies _

Jenny - Hope

: _ * Name: Ms -

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Wish to see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision” included in this area based policy
Full Wish to see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision” included in this area based policy
Response:

Changes: Wish to see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision” included in this area based policy

—

Council's  Accept suggested change.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action:

Amend policy to include suggested word changes.
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Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  FORCE suport Policy s6f

Full Our members generally support this policy. It is our opinion that the consented wind energy schemes at

Response:  Westnewton and Hallbank, together with numerous existing developments such as the four wind turbines at Lanrigg,
should be included in this policy. The already have (or soon will have) an impact on the area. Hadrian's Wall World
Heritage Site and its setting require additional protection as a result.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Dacuheﬁt: i LP i

epiD: .7/ 6 . CompanylOrganisation: Network Ral

Name: Ms . D' ©Clark T Policy: . 86 -,
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Believe that this policy should contain reference to potential impacts of new development upon railway safety,
efficiency and the implications of development near level crossings

Full The Local Plan states as follows:

Response: .
Aspatria Area Policy. Work with partners to support the improvement and integration of bus and rail services and
improved parking and cycle facilities at the railway station;
In response to the above sections we have the following comments.

(1) Level Crossings owned and operated by Network Rail within the Allerdale Council Area

Included as attachments to this response is a location map of the level crossings within the Allerdale Council area,
as well as a spreadsheet containing a list of the level crossings and their locations (for convenience and accuracy
this is under eastings and northings).

Councils are urged to take the view that level crossings can be impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:
By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing
By the cumulative effect of developments added over time

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the level crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential) where road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a result of diverted traffic orof a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains at a level crossing, e.g. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning signs
By any developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minors in numbers may be using the level crossing

By any development that alters a primarily agricultural use level crossing to residential usage (e.g. from use by a
farmer to proposed use by a residential development.

As a result of increased patronage over crossings, Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as
linespeed reductions, crossing upgrades and occasionally diversion. This would have severe consequences for the
timetabling of trains and would also effectively frustrate any future train service improvements. In addition, safety
issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the crossings.

Changes :  Network Rail would request that the Allerdale Council Local Plan Part 1 in going forwards includes a specific policy
on level crossings.
(1} Proposals affecting level crossings will require consultation with Network Rail and approval of plans
(2) Developers via $106 or CIL contributions provide funding for any enhancements and mitigation measures
required by Network Rail to ensure the safety, operation, performance and integrity of the railway are not impacted
by developments.
(3) Developments impacting level crossings will not proceed until full consultation and approval is obtained from
Network Rail.
4)  Network Rail requests that we are consulted at the pre-application stage by developers and councils to
determine the impact upon our level crossings of proposals and that agreement is reached as to mitigation
measures, including $106 / CIL funding, prior to planning permission being sort.
(5) Proposals should be accompanied by a Transport Assessment or Traffic Impact Assessment that includes
taking specific note of level crossings in the Allerdale Councii area, in consultation the Network Rail Level Crossings
Team for input into the compilation of the Transport or Traffic Assessment prior to submission as part of the
planning application.

Council's  Policy $22 Criteria b has been revised to include policy in relation to the issues highlighted. This will ensure that
Response: safety of level crossing is considered through the Development Management process and Site Allocations Process
{Allerdale Local Plan (Part2)). It is not considered appropriate to have a specific policy in the local plan at a strategic

level.
Change:  pgtially accept
Action: Policy $22 has been revised to address the concerns raised in the representation.
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RepID: 8/ . 2. E:m'npaﬁyiOrg'an'is‘ation_:' Aspatna Rural Partnership = |

¢ 'Document: LP

Nar_né Clir & 5] F“:nfay E -

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The Aspatria Rural Partnership support Polict S6f, however, suggest that Blennerhasse has {in error) been
ommitted from the list of villages.

The Aspatria Rural Partnership is a constituted body representing & group of nine parish Councils in the locality:
Allonby, Hayton & Mealo, Oughterside & Allerby, Westnewton, Aspatria, Plumbland, Bromfield, Al Hallows and
Blennerhasset & Torpenhow. We welcome the definition of Aspatria as a Key Service Centre and the strategic
policies for the Aspatria Locality in S6f. The Aspatria Rural Partnership has prepared a Cormmunity Action Plan that
identifies our priority issues and actions; and the policies for the Aspatria Locality in S6f will help us to meet our
aims.

Many of our comments on the previous draft of the Local Plan have been accommodated in the pre-submission draft
in S6f and we support direct reference ta our partnership and plan here:

-Support aspirations of the Aspatria Rural Partnership Community Action Plan including enhancements and
adaptations to improve multi-functional opportunities for valuable community facilities such as village halls, public
houses and focal shops; and

-Support production of an Aspatria Action Plan in partnership with the community to bring derelict buildings back into
use and to improve the commercial atiractiveness of the town centre

Gur Community Action Plan identified one of the key issues for the area as, despite its attractive landscape, it
generally has a poor image outside the area. We commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that the
tourism potential should be extended beyond the coast and the AONB into the wider countryside. We support the
Strategic Policies in the revised Local Plan for the Aspatria Locality (S6f) to:--Promote Allonby and Aspatria as the
coastal and countryside centres for outdoor recreation including walking, cycling and horse riding....; and

-Support appropriate rural and farm diversification schemes, particularty through the encouragement of small scale
tourism development, or food and drink production businesses.

Our Community Action Plan also noted that Aspatria is ideally placed in terms of road and rail links to encourage
economic regeneration; and that it would benefit from the relocation of its railway station fo the town centre. We
support the policy to Work with partners to support the improvement and integration of bus and rail services and
improved parking and cycle facilities at the railway station.

We noted, however, that Blennerhasset is missing from the list of villages in the Aspatria Locality under Para 122
and the Aspatria Area Policies for Housing.

Changes Suggested
Include Blennerhasset in the list of Rural Villages in Para 122 and the Aspatria Area Policies for Housing.

4
L f

Council’s

Response:

Change :

Action:

Accepted. This omission wili be corrected.

Yes
Amend Policy S6f to include Blennerhasset as an Infill/Rounding village.
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eplD: 18 ) o ‘Compan'ylbrganisatién:f The Ramblers = -~ o Document: LP

Name: Mr- |~ -Brodie ° o=k P‘?“'_’F S6f -
Support/Object: Qbject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Whilst in principle the Ramblers support the Council's policy on enhanced coast access it is considered that the
Plan fails to represent Government policy consistently throughout the Plan and that incorrect wording ts used with
reference to the English Coastal Route.

Full The Rambers support the Council's policy in having regard to Government policy on enhanced coast access.

Response:  However, the wording within the Local Plan fails to represent Government policy and is inconsistently applied
throughout the Plan. The incorrect wording is found under Natural Environment under Workington (page 38),
Maryport (page 42); Wigton (page 50); and Silloth (page 54). It is wrongly omitted from Aspatria (page 58). The
incorrect wording is "Support the development of the Cumbrian Access project, which seeks to establish an
unbroken public right of way along the coast of Britain.”

Changes: The above quoted wording should be repliaced in the four noted places and added to page 58: "Support the
development of the English Coastal Route which seeks to establish an unbroken walking route along the coast of
England, and to provide enhanced and secure access to the coastal margin.” It is also our view, to add clarity, the
following wording would be useful. "The Council will seek o protect and enhance the English Coastal Route from
inappropriate development and, where suitable opportunities arise, as with the redevelopment of the Workington
Ironworks site, to seek to enhance the route through planning gain”.

Council's  Accept that the title of the Coastal Access route shouid be amended.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Correct the title of the England Coastal Route throughout the plan.
RepiD: = 22{ 1 = ¢oyﬁ§anylprganisation; 'Aﬂ'onby Pari'sh"c'ount':!lr - Document: LP.
o . AF IR R Name M;s". A Bra&léy_ N - P?Ii_f:y: S6f -
Support/Object: Subport Sound/Unsound: PositivelyPreparéd: -Ef.fecti\;e:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Encouraged by commitment to the area.

Full Members of Allonby Parish Council have considered this Plan and with reference to pages 92 and 93 would like to
Response:  gee firmer guideines regarding the number of turbines visible from the AONE and a quantitiative estimate as to
allowable wind turbine density. They are encouraged by commitment to the area (pages 56 & 57).

Changes: Would like to see firmer guidelines regarding the number of turbines visible from the AONB

Council’s  Noted. Only small scale renewable energy schemes, which preserve the special qualities of the AONB and accord
Response: with the aims and objectives of the Management Plan will be acceptable. Policy 519 assesses development on a
case-by-case basis.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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" 1. CompanyiOrganisation: ~ Blennerhasset and Torpenhow P e D":"":‘_-""éﬂrt.”- LP &

= . Name: Mrs B : Ka#ahag’ﬁ A ?9“"":. - Sﬁf
Suppert/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Generally support this policy. Ommission noted from settlements list.
Full Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council welcomes the definition of Aspatria as a Key Service Centre and the
Response:  sirategic policies for the Aspatria locality in S6f. Aspatrai is an important local service centre for our parish for
shopping, post office services and doctors surgeries and is well used by residents of Blennerhasset in particular. In
a recent survey 86% of respondents in Blennerhassets said they go to Aspatria for both Post Office and chemist;
and 82% said they go for both back up shopping and dentists surgery.
Blennerhasset and Torpenhow Parish Council commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that the tourism
potential should be extended beyond the coast and the AONB into the wider countryside.
We support the Strategic Policies in the revised Local Plan for the Aspatria Locality (S6f) to:
Promote Allonby and Aspatria as the coastal and countryside centres for outdoor recreation including walking,
cycling and horse riding, and;
Support appropriate rural and farm diversification schemes, particularly through the encouragement of small scale
tourism development, or food and drink production businesses,
We note however, that Blennerhasset is missing from the list of villages in the Aspatria Locality under Para 122 and
the Aspatria Area Policies for housing.
Changes :  Include Blennerhasset in the listof Rural villages in Para 122 and the Aspatria Area Policies for Housing.
Council's  Accepted. This omission will be corrected.
Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Policy S6f will be amended to included Blennerhasset as an InfilllRounding village.
Rep ID: * 37] %, 48 'Company__ldfg.ariisétion.: ;..‘_ Eﬁgliéh Hérit.":lgé - - ' : : ] Documght: “LP - o :
| EEE © MName: Ms .E . Hycan . . Poliey’ S6f . -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
the NFPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.
Full There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area, which is a requirement of
Response:  the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.
This section fails to give a general portrait of the built heritage of Aspatria, the contribution that it makes to the
character of the area, to the quality of life of its communities and to the economic well-being of the area.
There is some reference to outlying conservation areas and scattered listed buildings and to the historic landscape
including WHS. But no real portrait of the historic environment in this area.
What are the key herilage assets in the area? What is the historic environment like?
The Plan should make specific references to the historic environment in the area based polices and not just the built
and historic environment section.
Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Aspatria and an assessment be
made of its character and the contribution it makes to the area.
Council’s  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.
Change:  pgrjally accept.
Action:

A summary of the historic environment has been added.
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49 CampanyIOrganisaucn Engllsh Hentage : ' Document. LP

- Name: Ms '_'E Hrycan - P"'“’Y' 36f :
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The map does not illustrate the historic environment properly.

Full The map does not illustrate the historic envircnment properly.
Response:

Changes: The map should highlight some of the key heritage assets in the area.

Council's  Noted. The locality area diagram provides a broad/indicative overview of the area, and therefore, it is not

Response: appropriate {or possible at this scale} to include most heritage assets. The Site Allocation process will produce a
Proposals Map that will clearly show heritage assets and designations.

Change : No

Action: No further change required.

RepID: 37/ 50 - CompanyIOrgamsatmn. : Engilsh Hentage e ;_7: 3 _f"'“"nocument-' LR it L
o A e . Name: Ms ., E e chan " g | Po!lcy : 36f

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective: .

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This section is generalised and does not pick out anything that is considered to be of a pricrity or of particular
importance.

Full This section is generalised and does not pick out anything that is considered to be of a priority or of particular
Response:  jmportance.

Changes:  Specific reference to aspects of the historic environment {following an assessment being recommended for
paragraphs 122 to 125) should he mcluded here

W T ST T g e e TN

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy prowdes a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of

the Plan.
Change:  pariially accept.
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
Rép o: 37["_;:' '51 CompanyIOrganisation Engllsh Hentage ‘_ NES Document' LP .=
- : Note MS Hrycan - Policy _sz ¢
Supportfdbject: | V V Sound!Ungound: .Positively .Pr‘epared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome reference to the WHS and conservation of its Outstanding Universal Value. However, we are unsure
what reflect WHS status means as a strategic policy. Preference would be to refer to the aims and cbjectives of the
management when considering development contributions.

Full We welcome reference to the WHS and conservation of its Qutstanding Universal Value. However, we are unsure
Response:  what reflectWHS status means as a strategic policy. Preference would be to refer to the aims and objectives of the
management when considering development opportunities.

Changes: Amend policy to include reference to the aims and objectives of the Management Plan. Delete word Reflect.

Council's It is accepted that the term 'reflect' is unclear, therefore, the text has been amended appropriately.
Response:

Change:  agcepted

Action: Changes made as suggested.
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Rep ID: 37/ 52 Cor;ipar_lwbrganisa_ﬁon:'-' ] 'Eng'hsh'Herii‘a‘ge"_‘ : o " : Document: _ LP -
A . . Names Ms B Hryean © bt Polio - SBF L
E‘;upporuo.bject: | .S.oundIUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We support the proposal to produce an Action Plan for Aspatria.

Full We support the proposal to produce an Action Plan for Aspatria.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.

Document: LP~ ..

Rep iD: . 53} = Companlerganisatipp:_ 'StorYHbmes .

e I 21 Polieys
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects to housing growth figures and affordable house requirement

Full Housing - No justification/evidence base relating to the percentage distribution of housing growth. The affordable
Response:  housing requirements are not viable as evidenced by the Councils own Viability study. See further comments on
affordable policy.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.

Response:
The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community.

Alterdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of future
developrment that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council s mindful of viability and therefore
Policy 58 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.
An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object:

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Fuli
Response:

Changes :

Wish to see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision™ included in this area based policy

Wish {o see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision" included in this area based policy

Wish to see the statement "support proposals which improve utility provision" included in this area based policy

Council's
Response:

Change :

Action:

Support/Object: Support

Accept suggested change.

Yes

Amend policy to include suggested word changes.

Legally Compliant: Yes

Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared: Yes

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy S7.

Full Encouraging the use or redeveloprent of empty or unsuitable homes is a laudable aim and an important part of any
Response:  strategy for sustainable development.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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-BP 1D: _55! 8_.‘"“ Combahvfofsﬂ.niﬁﬁ?m-_ Cumbria County Council : : waniéﬁf: LP i

_ Name: Mr . 'Michael : Barry - . Policy:. <4 87
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy recognises the importance of delivering a mix of housing types alongside the importance of necessary
infrastructure. The County Council supports this policy.

Full

Policy S7 sets out the strategic housing principles for the authority’s area. The delivery of the right amount and types
Response:

of housing in sustainable locations is of importance to the County Council. Housing has an important role in
supporting econemic development by providing an attractive range of houses and the broader benefits of our
communities being abie to access affordable and suitable housing, which has important links to health and well
being and educational achievement. Moreover, the County Council's responsibilities afound adult social care and
children’s services give it a direct housing role which needs to be recognisad within Planning Policy. 34. This policy
recognises the importance of delivering a mix of housing types to meet needs that emerge within the Authority Area,
including the needs of the aging population. In line with the earlier advice of the County Council {during the
Preferred Options Consultation), the policy recognises the importance of necessary infrastructure being delivered
alongside housing. The County Councll is therefore supportive of this policy.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
RepiD: . 205) 4 . Cqmpa'.nyloigan_i_sétic;m:' ; Copeland Bbrdggh Councll P _Doqumént: LPl
Support/Object: SoundiUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  These policies are all consistent with the approach taken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
complementary approach to housing is adopted in both authority areas.

Full These policies are all consistent with the approach teken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
Response:  complementary approach to housing is adopted in both authority areas.

Changes :

Council's  Support Noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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epiD: - 12} S i Corﬁbanﬁ!brganisatioh:

. Name: Ms . M- Fitzgerald *

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports policy S8, however, is concened about allowing flexibility as a result of viability.

Full A strong policy in favour of the provision of affordable homes is commendable
Response:

Changes: Suggested Changes
However, the paragraph which suggests that the Council will consider allowing schemes which ‘fall short’ of the
policy requirements’ in terms of affordable housing, should be removed. Experience has shown that developers will
often argue that the requirement for a specified number of affordable homes will render a proposed housing scheme
unviable. This policy should be specific and less flexible.

Council's  Comment noted. The policy approach is consistent with national policy and evidence.
Response:

Change : No
Action: Nao action required.
i6f - 5 i Co.m_;ia‘nyloig_anis;tion: . Home Builders Federaion ' .  Document: LP .

R'ep 1D:

U Name: Mr M D “Good . i . Poliey s

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent:

Summary:  The policy is unsound as it is not effective or justified. The Council's own viability assessment demonstrates the
requirements to be unviable in the current market.

Full Policy $8: Affordable Housing requires 20% affordable housing within Key Service Centres on sites of 10 (or 0.3ha)

Response:  or more with the exception of Cockermouth which requires 40%. Outside of these areas housing development of 5
dwellings (or 0.15ha) or more will be required to make provision for 25% affordable housing. Such levels are
contrary to the Councils own viability assessment. The Allerdale Housing Viability Study (2011} indicates under
current market conditions with affordable housing set at 20% only 8% of siles contained within the SHLAA would be
viable with 81% being unviable. Even if the Council took the view that all marginal sites could be brought forward
with such levels of affordable housing only 1,444 dwellings would be viable. Putting aside the legitimacy of the
Councils housing requirement (304 new dwellings per annum} this would mean the Council have only 4.75 years
housing supply. The reality will be much worse as it is extremely unlikely all the sites identified as marginal would be
viable.
In addition persistence with such a policy will undermine the spatial strategy within the Local Plan. The viability study
identifies that within areas of low market value no sites were considered viable even with 0% affordable housing.
This is particularly problematic for the Council given that Workington, Maryport and Wigton, which are identified
within Policy $3: Spatial Strategy and Growth to take the largest proportions of development, are considered low
value market areas. In addition Cockermouth is identified as requiring 40% affordable housing but is only identified
as a moderate value market area within the viability study.

Changes:  Wae urge the Council to reconsider its policy and request a lower affordable housing requirement that can be
sustained for the next five years on the basis of its own viability assessment. Relying on site-specific (or open-book)
assessments of viability as the solution for unsustainable policies is not an acceptable approach. It is the Council's
responsibility to demonstrate its policies are achievable and that they do not jeopardise viability in the first five
years. It is not the responsibility of the applicant to demonstrate that a policy cannot be achieved. Plan policies
should be achievable in the majority of cases, with open-book assessments reserved for a minority of special cases.

Council's  Noted. The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of future

Response: development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiale an
appropriate solution.

An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.
Change : No

Action: No action required.
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A B C@Mﬁﬁbrgénisaﬁdn: o ; S _ . Document LP .

Name: Mr E ' Nicholson .  Polie: S8
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent;

Summary:  Unsustainable / undeliverable if 40% affordable housing is applied to Cockermouth housing provision.

Full Unsustainable / undeliverable if 40% affordable housing is applied to Cockermouth housing provision.
Response:

Changes :  Should be reduced to 20% to make the development viable.

Council's  Comments noted. Facilitating the delivery of affordable housing is a key aim of the Plan and the approach is

Response: considerad to be appropriate, taking into account the high need for affordable housing in Cockermouth and fully
consistent with the NPPF, Viability can be an important consideration in the delivery of development and therefore
must be considered where it is highlighted as an issue policy provides scope to vary the requirement. Where
viability is called into doubt the onus is on the developer to provide the evidence to demonstrate that this is the case.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep 1D: j;'-:_41l s 1 Cﬁmp_an'y'fOrQanisiation:- .Wesfw.ard Parish Council - - kF o Document: LP .
B e N 5 'Nam'e:"‘l\'}i's Eizabeth Clark - © Policy: s8¢
Support/Object: - Sound!.Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Parish Council would like some provision for affordable housing within the parish of Westward

Full The local plan was fully discussed at Westward Parish Councils meeting and counciliors would like some provision
Response:  for affordable housing within the parish of Westward.

Changes :

Council's  Noted. Facilitating the delivery of affordable housing is a key aim of the Plan and the approach includes policy for

Response: delivery as part of market housing, and as an exception in rural areas. The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} will allocate
housing sites that will deliver market and affordable homes over the plan period. Part 2 will be subject to full public
consultation. Engagement in this process is key to directing the delivery.

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Rep 10: i: 437 8""5:"_ Compgnymrgéﬁiéaﬁofi:  Susco {Sustainable Cockermouth - - I'D"m-lment:'_LP_, '

- Name: Mr . M.~ Porer ~Policy: S8
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

SUSCO object to Policy $S89 and suggest it is unsound as it does not provide more detail.

The Council makes frequent references to 'Affordable Housing' It is good that the Council clearly recognises there is
a high need in the Borough for such. However we do not feel this policy is sound encugh to deal with this issue, and
the Council is lacking sufficient commitment to some aspects of this issue. There is no definition of 'afferdable’ or
any peint of reference to this, or the housing and mortgage markets. We feel a clear definition is made that is
applicable to reality. Eg is it, as might be appropriate, 3 times the average wage of the area (stated to be
approximately £16,000pa by the planning staff at & meeting with SusCo), which is the usual maximum lending
available from mortgage providers. Or is some other scalefindicator to be used, and if so, what is it. Anyone can
band around terms such as 'affordable housing' but affordable to who? There is no commitment to any bare
minimum percentage of affordable housing in each and every development. This has been an issue in relation to a
planning application in Cockermouth only this week where the developer did not want to provide affordable housing.
Developers will continue to be in a position to put forward planning applications without any or adequate affordable
housing, and the Council may find itself in a position to agree applications are there are no stipulations to have a set
level of such housing, if the application fulfils all the legally required aspects.

This is a very unsound area of the plan at present and has great potential to fall apart under pressure from
developers and planners, who in reality are businesses for whom profitability is the priority

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Comments noted. Facilitating the delivery of affordable housing is a key aim of the Plan and the approach is
considered to be appropriate and fully consistent with the NPPF. A definition of affordable is provided in the
Glossary and Acronyms section and in the NPPF

N/A
No action required.
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RepID: ' 56/ -9 CompanylOrganisation: Cumbria County Councl -~ .  Document: WP

. Name: Mr . Michael = Barry . Policy: ~ 88
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This approach is considered sensible and meets the needs of the communities and supparts a mix of housing that
meets the needs of communities whilst supporting economic development.

Full The Cumbria Sub-Regional Spatial Strategy amplifies the importance of housing developments meeting the needs

Response:  of all within the community, including the requirement for affordable housing. The delivery of a mix of housing
sufficient to meet the needs of the housing market is recognised as an important planning consideration within the
NPPF.
36. The Allerdale Strategic Housing Market Assessments identifies an annual requirement of 181 affordable homes
per annum. A standard method to deliver affordable housing is for the deveioper to buiid these as a proportion of
open market housing as part of their mix of housing on a development site. This approach to delivering affordable
homes is increasingly important given the reducing level of central Government financial support for new affordable
housing.
37. Responding to this, and in Iine with Government Policy, the Local Plan Policy $8 proposes that a proportion of
affordable homes would be delivered on each development site with the proportion of affordable housing to be
sought varying depending on local market conditions and the scheme’s viability. It will be important that the level of
affordable housing sought at settfements does not prejudice otherwise sustainable development and with it,
deliverable levels of affordable housing. It is therefore suggested that the level of affordable housing at
Cockermouth (i.e. 40% proportion}, and how this may be sought from developments, should be carefully considered
and monitored given the proximity of key settlements within the National Park where housing provision is generally
more restricted.
38. The Policy also proposes that where there is clear need, affordable homes can be delivered in less
sustainablerural locations to meet clearly identified local needs. This approach is considered sensible and should
help the delivery of a mix of housing that meets the needs of communities and which supports economic
development.
39. On this basis the proposed approach to the delivery of affordable housing is welcome.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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op 195” 58] ~ 12 - Company/Organisation: Story Homes . — . Document: LP;-

Name: '::.:_'- " : . i ~ Policy: - 88 :

Support/Object: (Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Objects to affordable housing target and policy as it is not considered deliverable.

Full The plan is not sound as it is not justified when considered against the evidence and not consistent with the NPPF.

Respense: The NPPF in paragraph 173 states that: Plans should be deliverable. Therefore, the sites and the scale of
development identified in the plan should not be subject to such a scale of obligations and policy burdens that their
ability to be developed viably is threatened.
The viability evidence base demonstrates that unless the market conditions improve significantly then very few sites
within the Borough will be viable to deliver affordable or meet SPD requirements. Given that the Authority are
incorrectly seeking to priorities PDL land, which as a general rule of thumb is more cost prohibitive, it is not
positively preparing the plan or meeting the policy requirement to significantly boost housing supply, including the
pressing need to deliver affordable housing, which will just not take place.

Changes :

Council's  Noted. The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Affordable Housing is an important aspect of fulure

Response: development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy S8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution. The strategy for PDL and release of Greenfield land has been revised to provide clarity and
address these concerns.
An update has been made to the Viability Topic Paper to provide further support for this approach.

Change : No

Action:

No action required.

RepID: ¥ 205/ <5

‘CompanylOrganisation: Copeland Borough Counci} : ' ' Document: ‘LP,'_

R gf.;' N_a':lﬁé: Mr Chns Hoban :j i P?’““VF o
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  These policies are all consistent with the approach taken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
complementary approach to housing is adopted in both authority areas.
Full These policies are all consistent with the approach taken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
Response:  gomplementary approach to housing is adopted in both authority areas.
Changes :
Council's  Comments noted.
Response:
Change : N/A
Action:

No action required.
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RepiD: 37/ 53 CompanylOrganisation: EnghshHentage . - . Document LP . -

Name: Ms . E' °  Mrycan [ ..  ~ Polioy -89
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Lagally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We support the need for new development of rural affordable housing to relate well and
be sympathetic to its location in particular the character and form of the setttement.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No changes required.

RepD: - 55/ " 10 -’ Company/Organisation: ~ Cumbria County Gounail -
| RSN i L AeE iy ki . ' poliy: . .89

- Name: Mr __\"Michael U Bary

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy sets out an appropriate framework against which proposals for rural exception sites can be considered
and the approach taken is welcome.

Full Paragraph 55 of the NFPF highlights how housing should be located where it can enhance or maintain the vitality of
Response:  rural communities with Paragraph 54 recognising the role of rural exceptions sites in supporting these communities.
It also recommends that; ‘Local planning authorities should in particular consider whether allowing some market
housing would facilitate the provision of significant additional affordable housing to meet local needs’.
41. Policy 39 sets out an appropriate framework against which proposals for rural exceplion sites can be considered
and the approach taken is welcome. Also supported are provisions within the policy that allow a small proportion of
open market housing upon exceptions siteswhere it can be shown that the scheme will deliver significant affordable
housing and viability is a key constraint.
42. Itis considered that this measure would significantly help deliver affordable housing, through cross subsidy, at a
time when Government grant support for affordable housing is diminishing. This policy is therefore supported

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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ep ID: D205/ 8 cb-rrigidny!drgan'i'saﬁdh': Copeland Borough Councll S Doeument’ LF‘_ e

Name Mr . Chris Hoban A Bel P°"¢V '-_'3_9_
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Posmvely Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  These policies are all consistent with the approach taken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
complementary approach to housing is adopted in both autharity areas.

Full These policies are all consistent with the approach taken in the Copeland Core Strategy and should mean a
Response: complementary approach to housing is adopted in both authority areas.

Changes :

Council's  Comments noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
Rop 1D - 37/ 54 ¢ .compgny;o.-gani'satidn. Enghsh Hentage b”“meﬁt? LP s

: Ms  E- Hrycan -PP“_CJﬂ S0
Support/Object: SoundfUnsound: Positively Prepared Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The histaric environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment, The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the requirement for new elderly needs housing to have regard to any impact
on the local environment and character of the area.

Changes :

Council's Noted
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No further action
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epID: - .55/ 11 CompanylOrganisation: Cumbria Gounty Councll * Document: {P

Name: Mr ~Micheel = Barry - . ¢ Peliy: 810 . 0

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Specialist housing and house designs that can be adapted to meet residents needs over their entire lifetime are
important fo help maintain the independence of occupiers in their homes. For this reason this poilcy is supported.
Additional information sug

Full The NPPF highlights the importance of ensuring that the housing requirements of all, including those with special

Response:  requirements, are met. Policy $10 seeks to address Elderly Needs Housing. 44. Specialist housing and house
designs that can be adapted to meet residents'needs over their entire lifetime are important to help maintain the
independence of occupiers in their homes. Far these reasons, this Policy is supported.45. Notwithstanding this, it is
noted that the Topic Paper on housing, while acknowledging the Planning for Care Report, does not quantify its, or
the County Council’s Extra Care Strategy’s findings. This gives a conservative estimate of need for 300 exira care
units in Allerdale in 2009, rising to 380 by 2019 and quantifies this requirement on the basis set out in the below
table. Itis suggested that the Housing Topic Paper should be updated to provide greater context in respect of
specialist housing needs.

Changes:  Respondent provides table of figures to enhance policy evidence.

Council's  Noted

Response:

Change H N/A

Action:

Consideration will be given to the most appropriate document for this evidence to go.

_Rep.lD: 374 - B5 - Cc}!npanylotganisatibn::_.". English Hel_'itagé

* Document: 1P

I

- Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We support the criterion that ensures that the development of any new sites for Gypsies
and Travellers will refate to its context and character and will not have an adverse impact on historic assets.

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No further action
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-io . Name: Mr ." Michael : Baﬁy = o g Policy: -1 513- o
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: Emphasis is placed upon updated evidence to identify key sites to meet the requirements of the GTTS community.

Full Within the Government’s guidance contained within Planning for Traveller Sites (March 2012) it is stated: ‘Local

Response: planning authorities should set pitch targets for Gypsies and Travellers and plot targets for travelling showpeople
which address the likely permanent and transit site accommodation needs of travellers in their area, working
collaboratively with neighbouring local planning authorities™.47. It will be very important that sufficient Gypsy and
Traveler sites are provided in appropriate locations. Suitable provision should help ensure that needs are met and
therefore reduce the risks created by unauthorised sites.48. The proposed Policy $11 sets out the criteria when
considering the requirements for Gypsy and Traveler sites and the key criteria to be employed when selecting sites.
Presently countywide evidence around Gypsy and Traveller accommodation requirements is being developed.
When complete, this evidence base should assist with the identification of key sites to meet the requirements for
Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Sites within Allerdale. It will be essential that Allerdale identify sufficient
sites to meet the requirements within their authority area aver the plan period. Once suitable sites are identified their
delivery should be priortised.

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No further action
Rep I-D':- ' 16 ] G Compa_nyIOrganisation:_ “ Home Builders Fedel.‘atl'on = . Document LP

‘ . .. ‘."“Nar'ne: Mr M.~ Good | A P°"°Y‘ 812
SupportiObject: Object Soun.dJ'Un.sound: Unsound Positive|y Prepared: Ei;'f;!ctive: N-o
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  These policies are unsound as they are not effective, justified or consistent with national policy. The policy provides
over-zealous protection of employment sites from other uses and places an unnecessary burden upon developers.

Full These policies are considered overly restrictive because they protect employment sites from other uses until such a
Response:  time that they have been identified for release within the forthcoming Site Allocations DFD. This would result in sites
remaining vacant whilst awaiting the adoption of the Site Allocations DPD, not anticipated until 2015 at the eartiest,
when the site could be put to beneficial use. The NPPF paragraph 22 states;
‘Planning policies should avoid the long term protection of sites allocated for employment use where there is no
reasonable prospect of a site being used for that purpose’.
The policies also identify that following any de-allocation priority will be given to a sequence of uses. The sequence
identified in Development Management Policy DM3 requires residential developers to fulfil numerous criteria
including providing robust evidence that there are no suitable alternatives. This policy requirement places an
additional and unjust burden upon residential development and is considered contrary to paragraph 22 of the NFPF
which does not stipulate a sequential preference of uses.

The policies will also work contrary to the Local Plan achieving its own specified windfall allowance. Paragraph 77 of
the Local Plan, identifies a consistent windfail allowance of up to 10%, putting aside the justification for such a
figure, the continued protection of unviable employment land for other uses will undermine achievement of this
allowance and hence the Council’s ability to meet its own objectively assessed housing need.

The policies are not supported by the Local Plan evidence base. The recently published Employment Land Review
concludes Allerdale has an excess of employment land with approximately 100 hectares currently allocated
compared to a requirement for approximately 60 hectares to 2030.

Changes:  Given the Council have already identified an over-supply of employment land and non-compliance with the NPPF it
is recommended that these policies be amended and replaced with a policies that allow other uses, including
housing, to be developed where there is no reasonable prospect of a site being used for the allocated employment
use. Such other uses should be treated on their merits and not against a prescribed and inflexible sequence of uses
having regard to market signals and the relative need for different land uses.

Council's  Comments noted. If appropriate the site allocation pracess will ensure a considered release of employment fand,
Response: and consideration of alternative uses.

Change : No

Action: No further action required.
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epiD: 197 6 1 Cﬁmﬂaﬂvfdrﬂanisatiiiﬁ: " Associated British Port's::*Port' of . Document‘ LP i

Y  Name: : | & Policy: .. 812 °
Support/Cbject: Ohbject SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  ABP objects to Policy $12 and considers it to be unsound on the basis that it is inconsistent with national policy in
not specifically referring to the Port of Silloth.

Full Policy 812 states that the Council will ensure that sufficient quality employment land is available to meet identified

Response:  needs. Whilst ABP supports this, the pre-amble to Policy 512 refers to important employment sites clustered around
the Port of Workington. It is considered that the importance of the Port of Silloth and the agglomeration effects that it
has should also be identified here. As referred to above, the National Policy Statement for Ports notes that Ports can
have the affect of increasing overail productivity in the local economy and encouraging new investment. They can
create agglomeration effects by bringing together businesses, with varying degrees of interaction,and produce
economic benefits over and above those reflected in the value of transactions among those businesses. With regard
to the Port of Silloth, it plays an important role in supporting the economy of the surrounding area through the import
of grain, agribulks and molasses. It therefore facilitates growth and employment creation in local and wider
economy. In light of the above, ABP objects to Palicy $12 and considers it to be unsound on the basis that it is
inconsistent with nationai policy in not specifically referring to the Port of Silloth. I is therefore requested that the
Port of Silloth is identified in the pre-amble to Policy $12 to reflect its importance to the local economy.

Changes: It is requested that the Port of Silloth is identified in the pre-amble to Policy $12 to reflect its importance to the local
economy.

Council's  Accept this response.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action: The introductory text will be amended to highlight the importance of the Port of Silloth to the local economy.
Rep 1D - .- 37] 56 . Cb'mpanyIOrgapis'at_ion': English Heﬁtagé i = BTy Docu‘ment‘:lj P T
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: . P;:sitively Prebared: Effective:
l.egally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the requirement for new or expanding business to be of an appropriate
scale and use and not to have adverse impacts on the surrounding area.

Changes :

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No further action
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s . Name: Mr Michsel ‘Bay < Pollr  S12.°
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Be ensuring that there is a focus on the delivery of the best sites and necessary supporting services and
infrastructure, it should be possible to prioritise those sites which are important to deliver the economic development
aspirations for Allerdale. Th

Full The development of Allerdale’s economy is a key priority for both Cumbria County Council and Allerdale Borough

Response:  Council. The Cumbria Economic Ambition highlights key steps the County Council can make to help deliver
economic growth in the County. Of particular relevance to the Allerdale Area are the priorities around promoting:
West Cumbria’s global reputation and expertise in nuclear and clean technologies, the County's strengths in the
growing advanced manufacturing sector, the world class rural landscape and tourism and opportunities to improve
Cumbria’s workforce skills through increasing apprenticeships, work-related training and through Education
Institutions. 50. Land use planning has an important role in facilitating the delivery of appropriate employment land
and supporting infrastructure.51. To meet the 51 ha requirement for employment land, we note the proposals to
consider the suitability of all existing employment sites within the district to ensure the availability of the sites that
meet the needs of modern business in the right locations. For sites that are not considered o meet the needs of
business, there will be an opportunity to consider alternative, more appropriate, uses.52. By ensuring that there is a
focus on the delivery of the best sites and necessary supporting services and infrastructure, it should be possible to
priortise those sites which are important to deliver the economic development aspirations for Allerdale. These
proposals are therefore supported. 53. Away from the strategic locations, policy also gives carefully
considered support for proposals to provide appropriate employment in rural locations.This proposal is also
welcomed, given the rural characteristics of many parts of the district.

Changes :

Council's Noted

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No further action
Rep ID 5877 13 Compé"_'ylo'rga'nisatibn: . Story Homes e K . W- - Document:  LP - :
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  The approach to deferring de-allocation of sites to a DPD is not effective, justified or consistent with national policy

Full The approach to deferring de-allocation of sites to a DPD is not effective, justified or consistent with national policy.

Response: NPPF is clear that reviews of land for economic development should be undertaken at the same time or combined
with Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessments (paragraph 161 of NPPF}. In addition, NPPF does not include
a sequence to alternative uses to which there is no justification for policy approach. The approach o employment
tand deallocation is fundamental in terms of assessing land availability to inform the overall approach to delivery in
the plan;

Changes :

Council's  Comment noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No further action required.
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Rep ID:

) “ia 7. cbmpanyfbrgéfyisgﬂblj:  Network Rafl .

© Document: LP- . . -

Name: Ms D Clark | o ¢ Policy: .= §13

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Believe that this policy should contain reference to potential impacts of hew development upon railway safety,
efficiency and the implications of development near level crossings

The Local Plan states as follows: Port of Workington 171. In order to achieve the economic objectives of the
Blueprint it is vital that there is a timely provision of infrastructure to enable and support growth. Improvements to
transport infrastructure are vital to underpin the investment in nuclear decommissioning, potential new nuclear
projects, as well as encouraging spin off activities and diversity of the West Cumbrian economy. Several key
projects are identified such as improvements to access to the Port of Workington, the railway and the A595.

In response to the above sections we have the following comments.
(1) Level Crossings owned and operated by Network Rail within the Allerdale Council Area

included as attachments to this response is a location map of the level crossings within the Allerdale Council area,
as well as a spreadsheet containing a list of the level crossings and their locations {for convenience and accuracy
this is under eastings and northings).

Councils are urged to take the view that level crossings can be impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:
By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing.
By the cumulative effect of developments added over time.

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the level crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential) where road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a resuit of diverted traffic or of a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains at a leve! crossing, e.g. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning signs
By any developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minars in numbers may be using the level crossing

By any development that alters a primarily agricultural use level crossing to residential usage (e.g. from use by a
farmer to proposed use by a residential development.

As a result of increased patronage over crossings, Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as
linespeed reductions, crossing upgrades and occasionally diversion. This would have severe consequences for the
timetabling of trains and would also effectively frustrate any future train service improvements. In addition, safety
issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the crossings.

Network Rail would request that the Allerdale Council Local Plan Part 1 in going forwards includes a specific policy
on level crossings.

(1) Proposals affecting level crossings will require consultation with Network Rail and approval of plans

(2) Developers via $106 or CIL contributions provide funding for any enhancements and mitigation measures
required by Network Rail to ensure the safety, operation, performance and integrity of the railway are not impacted
by developments.

(3) Developments impacting level crossings will not proceed until full consultation and approval is obtained from
Network Rail.

(4) Network Rail requests that we are consulted at the pre-application stage by developers and councils to
determine the impact upon our level crossings of proposals and that agreement is reached as to mitigation
measures, including $106 / CIL funding, prior to planning permission being sort.

{5) Proposals should be accompanied by a Transport Assessment or Traffic Impact Assessment that includes
taking specific note of level crossings in the Allerdale Council area, in consultation the Network Rail Level Crossings
Team for input into the compilation of the Transport or Traffic Assessment prior to submission as part of the

planning application.

Council's

Response:

Policy S22 Criteria b has been revised to include policy in relation to the issues highlighted. This will ensure that
safety of level crossing is considered through the Development Management process and Site Allocations Process
(Allerdale Local Plan (Part2)). It is not considered appropriate to have a specific policy in the local plan at a strategic
level.
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Change:  partially accept
Action: Policy $22 has been revised to address the concerns raised in the representation.

-7

Rep ID: . 19/

g%

% Companylbrgahis?iipﬁ: * Associated British Ports = F_’brt of R Doi:-%a;nent: Ej LP%

. Policy: . 137 1T

- Name;

Support/Object:  Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  ABP considers that the Port of Silloth has a role to play in the Energy Coast Innovation Zone. It is therefore
considered that Policy 513 should therefore refer to the Port of Silloth and support the role it can play in the 1-Zone
by, similarly to the Port of Workington, safeguarding routes to the Port to enable and encourage its growth.

Full Policy $13: Energy Coast Innovation ZoneThe Energy Coast Innovation Zone is an initiative that aims to build on

Response: the Cumbrian coast's role in the renewable and low carbon energy market by providing a strategy to buiid on the
area’s existing expertise in the sector. Policy $13 seeks to support this initiative through the allocation of land in line
with the initiative’s objectives and supporting the development of infrastructure to support the development of
renewabte and low carbon energy related developments. In particular, Policy 513 identifies the Port of Workington
and the Lillyhall industrial Estate as two key sites for development which would meet the aims of the Energy Coast.
With regard to the Port of Workington, Policy 813 states that land and transport routes to the Port will be
safeguarded so as to not prejudice the Port's future development and its ability to assist in the Energy Coast
Initiative.

ABP considers that the Port of Silloth also has a role to play in the Energy Coast Innovation Zone. In particular, the
Port already handles biomass and through the Energy Coast Innovation Zone there is the opportunity to increase
this. It is therefore considered that Policy $13 should therefore refer to the Port of Silloth and support the role it can
play in the Energy Coast innovation Zone by, similarly to the Port of Workington, safeguarding routes to the Port to
enable and encourage its growth.lIt is considered that by omitting reference and support for the Port of Silloth as part
of the Energy Coast Innovation Zone, Policy $13 is not doing all it can to facilitate and support the initiative. It is
therefore considered that policy is unsound as it is not positively prepared and it is ineffective as it is not based on
sound infrastructure planning. On this basis, ABP objects to Policy $13.

Changes :  |tis considered that Policy $13 should refer to the Port of Silloth and support the role it can play in the I-Zone.

Council's  The Council acknowledges the important contribution that the Port of Silloth makes to the local economy. However
Response: this policy relates specifically to the 'Innovation Zone' which forms a specific area of land and premises between the
Port of Workington and Lillyhall Industrial Estate as part of the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep ID: - CompanylOrganisation: ~_English Hentage

‘Neme: Ms  E |

SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. No assessment has been made in the Plan of the historic harbours in Allerdale. A
requirement of the NPPF is that a proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area needs to
have been made. This does not appear to have been brought our sufficiently in area descriptions and the overall
portrait of Allerdale as being an important part of its heritage.

Changes: The Plan should be expanded to include a description of historic harbours in Allerdale and an assessment be made
of their character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  After discussion with English Heritage it was accepted that the Plan requires clarity regarding the reference to the
Response: term ‘historic’ ports, and therefore changes are required.

Change:  Ng change
Action: References to 'historic’ ports has been clarified accordingly.
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Rep 1D: 38; 15 ‘coﬁ.pany?c}rganlsation:f Crosscanonby Parish Council "Documém: P

Name: Mrs . C .  Freeland . = Policy: . $13
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Believes this policy relates to a potential nuclear repository in Allerdale and does not support this

Full Page 72, Para 164 - "Maximise opportunity to diversify into other nuclear sectors”. This council supports the view of

Respense:  Cumbria County Council with regard to Nuclear policy. Allerdale, due to the know faulted nature of the coal fields is
unsuitable for the development of a Nuclear Depository. Further it would be inappropriate to develop such a facility
in the middle of an existing, natural resource, that is, the coal field.

Changes :

Council's  This policy does not relate to a potential nuclear repository.

Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
R_ep'j.D.:; 55; 14 c_ompanyIOrga_nié_.'_aiion: Cumbria Co_unty‘Cour_acil W, - bocurvént: -.LP_ :
e b e ant . .;-;; ;\I'amé: Mr Michael Barr;r -‘;'_.'_:- ”,;, Pblicﬁ: ' 513 E
Supporthbject:' . Sound/Unsound: .Positively Prepa.red: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy concerning Lillyhall rightly points out the importance of priortising development that is in keeping with the
economic development priorities for Allerdale and West Cumbria. Nevertheless, there remains a need to be alive to
other forms of deve

Full The development of Allerdale’s economy is a key priority for both Cumbria County Council and Allerdale Borough

Response:  Council. The Cumbria Economic Ambition highlights key steps the County Council can make to help deliver
econcmic growth in the County. Of particular relevance to the Allerdale Area are the priorities around: promoting
West Cumbria’s globai reputation and expertise in nuclear and clean technologies; the County’s strengths in the
growing advanced manufacturing sector; the world class rural landscape and tourism; and opportunities to improve
Cumbria’s workforce skills through increasing apprenticeships, work-related training and through Education
Institutions. 55. The policy sets out the aspiration to deliver an Energy Coast Innavation Zone. The Lillyhall Estate
and the Port of Workington are important elements of this Zone and building upon this opportunity should also be
rightly supported. Nonetheless, it is queried whether more recognition could be given to the potential role of Derwent
Howe in west Workington. This site is recognised elsewhere in the document and may benefit from further
acknowledgement, if not within the policy itself, then within supporting paragraphs as a minimum. 56. The element
of the policy concerning Lillyhall rightly points out the importance of priortising development that is in keeping with
the economic development priorities for Allerdale and West Cumbria. Nevertheless, there remains a need to be
alive to other forms of development, such as waste management, which represents established uses of this site. On
this basis care will be needed to ensure that the policy does not restrict appropriate existing uses. A minor
amendment to the policy could serve to reduce such a risk.

Changes:  Proposed Changes/ 57. In the final paragraph of the discussion concerning Lillyhall, after the term employment uses
it is recommended that Allerdale Borough Council add (or uses of land that are not consistent with ambitions for this

site).
ISR R T N - Pl
Council's  Accept suggested amendment to policy.
Response:
Change : Yes
Action:

Amend policy to include word changes as suggested.
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CompanylOrganisation: - West Cumbnia and North Lakes F - -~ Document: LP .

Name: Dr ~~ Ruth ' Balogh i 'Q'_’-’F"-i"l" 5_1‘?’;_;: '
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  References to the nuclear industry in this Policy are misleading in that they are vague and ill-defined and may
therefore carry the implication that they refer to nuclear power stations as they would in most other parts of the
country. But there are currently no nuclear power stations in West Cumbria

Full References to the nuclear industry in this Policy are misleading in that they are vague and ill-defined and may

Response: therefore carry the implication that they refer to nuclear power stations as they would in most other parts of the
country. But there are currently no nuclear power stations in West Cumbria. The only nuclear power plant in this
plan is an aspiration. The nuclear facilities that do exist are all concerned with nuclear waste, decommissioning, and
spent fuel which is classifiable as waste. They are more accurately described as management and processing
facilities for fission products brought in to the

Changes :

Council's Do not accept. This policy refers to the local nuclear industry, which is inclusive of decommissioning, research and
Response: any future aspirational activity.

Change : No
Action: No action required.
.. Document: - LP

Rep ID:

W) cbmbanyiOrgan_isati_c_m_: - Copeland Borough _quncii_ ey 1=

o T T Name: Mr Chns Hoban = - i $13 o
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Concerned about the inclusion of research and development sector that will be encouraged at Lillyhall

Full We are concerned about the inclusion of research and development as a sector that will be encouraged at Lillyhall.

Response:  There are two references to this within Policy $13 (on page 74) that have been added since the Preferred Cptions
document. It has long been established that research and development in west Cumbria will be focussed at
Woestlakes Science and Technology Park, with manufacturing businesses that can emerge from this being directed
towards Lillyhall. Paragraph 168 talks about the need to differentiate between the key sites in west Cumbria and
states that Lillyhall has a distinct role from Westlakes Science and Technology Park, but this is contradicted by the
inclusion of research and development as a new function being proposed at Lillyhall. Therefore Copeland Borough
Council would object to Lillyhall being promoted as a centre for research and development in west Cumbria. As
suggested al the Preferred Options stage a short topic paper may help to clarify the respective roles of the strategic
amployment sites in Allerdale and Copeland.

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change:  Ng change

Action: No further action
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Support/Object: Support

Legally Compliant: Yes

Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared: Yes

Justified:

Yes

Effective:

Consistent;

Yes

Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy S14

Full Resisting inapprapriate and disproportionately scaled development in the open countryside is a commendable
Response:  policy particularly in an area with valued landscapes.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

Support/Object:

No action required.

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment.The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of

other planning objectives.

The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of

other planning objectives. We support the requirement for economic development in rural areas to be of an

appropriate size and nature to its location and the re-use of existing buildings.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Noted

N/A
No further action
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RepiD: - 557 15 Vcompaﬁvldfghhisa:tiém . Cumbria County Councit -~ .~ Document: LP

L h o s SiTat . Name: Mr Michael - Bary Policy: . §14 .
Suppori/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: It is considered that this policy contains a framework whereby new and appropriate forms of development can be
delivered, and existing enterprises expanded. On this basis the proposed policy approach is considered robust.

Full Both the SRSpS and the NPPF Iook to ensure that there is an appropriate range and mix of employment sites to

Response: meet the requirements of the borough. Given the rural character of much of Allerdale, it is important that policy
aligns with the requirement of the NPPF that Planning policies should support economic growth in rural areas in
order to ¢create jobs and prosperity by taking a positive approach to sustainable new development."Much of Allerdale
is rural and there is a need for planning policy to be alive to the requirements of the rural economy. 59. By clearly
setting out the forms of development that are appropriate within rural Allerdale, such as live wark development,
small employment spaces and extensions to existing operations, it is considered that this policy contains a
framework whereby new and appropriate forms of development can be delivered, and existing enterprises
expanded. On this basis, the proposed policy approach is considered robust.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
Rep ID: 431 9 - CompanylOrganisation: Suscbw_(Sustalﬁab-Ieg Cockermouth -~ . Do:__:ur;ie_nt: LP -
SuppoMObje&: B SoundIUnsc-'ur;d: Positively Prepared: .l;Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: SUSCO object because Paragraphs 179 to 182 do not specifically refer to Nursery, Primary, Secondary or Sixth
Form Education.

Full Paragraphs 179 to 182 do not specificalty refer to Nursery, Primary, Secondary or Sixth Form Education. We
Response:  recognise that these phases of education are not Allerdale Borough Council's direct responsibility but they are an
essential element of any community and must be considered when considering plans for development.

With reference to S15e we call upon Allerdale Borough Council to work closely with Cumbria County Council and
other education providers {e.g. Academies) to develop a strategic plan for 4 to 19 education which ensures local,
manageable, accessible provision for all children and young people. This strategic plan should be part of the Local
Plan to ensure that growth of communities does not overwhelm educational provision.

Changes :

Council's  Criteria e) highlights the Council's commitment to proactively plan for the provision of schools of the right size in the
Response: right location. This criteria applies to all schools and improved provision will be applied based on joint working with
educational partners and on appropriate evidence of need.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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.ep' ID: - 55 I T 16 ch;ﬁpaﬂylorglaﬂ.israﬁ-o.n:‘ i Cumbria County Council . @ "Décdniimt: :_p P 3

© Name: Mr . Michael . Barry - ¢ Polley 815 "
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Whilst this policy is supported, it is suggested that it would benefit from giving recognition to the value of ongoing
skills training in the workplace and not just education institutions. This point could be recognised within criteria d) of
Policy $15 or within a supporting paragraph to this policy.

Full Cumbria County Council is the education authority for Cumbria. Education, for both children but also adults, is
Response:  extremely important in ensuring peoplecan fuifil their own aspirations, but also helping to ensure that workers are ina
position to respond to the needs of priority employment sectors within the autherity area. 61. This policy does reflect
_these key principles, giving a positive framework to support the delivery of new opportunities for education provision
to better fulfil the authorities education aspirations, Also welcome is the commitment to work with partners to plan for
the provision of schools.62. While this policy is supported, it is suggested that it would benefit from giving
recognition to the value of ongoing skills training in the workplace and not just education institutions. This point
could be recognised within criteria d) of Policy 515 or within a supporting paragraph to this policy.

Changes:  Proposed Changes 63. It is recommended that Allerdale Borough Council re-word paragraph criteria d of policy 515
to say (additions are in bold): Enhancing enterprise and training and skills for the local workforce by working in
partnership with education facilfties and employers to promote lifelong learning and skills development.

= = e - e I T N e R T AL o O 0 el

Council's  Accept suggestion for additional wording.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend policy to include additional wording as suggested.
Rep ID: 37! :oBg - f_-‘éfnpa'nymrganrsétion:": Engli-sh'Hentaée = : "j_f,'\'Docur_iignt: LP

Support/Object: SoundiUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Fuil The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment.The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other ptanning objectives.Subject to the textual change, we support the requirement for new town centre
development to preserve and enhance the character and distinctiveness of each town and to ensure that
architectural assets, historical assets, and their setlings are protected and enhanced.

Changes:  Protected and enhanced should be replaced with conserved and enharnced in line with the NPPF.,

Council's  The Plan would benefit from the changes suggested.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Changes made as suggested
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Repll_’:* 53/ 1. ' CompanyOrganisation: ol “ > el Document: 1P

Name: Mr Robert - * Nichals k Bolley:s 816 =g

Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: No Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Objects to changes made to town centre boundaries.

1) My main Concern and objection to the document that directly effects me is that in appendix 4 516 & DM9
changes to the proposed map (figure4-3 Cockermouth Town Centre) the housing area of Printers Court, Brash
House and the garden of 15 Challoner street has been included in the town centre. The 7 dwellings and the garden
are carefully refurbished and improved housing development that is although rural is very much part of the housing
stock of Cockermouth. The planning authority despite complaining to the various departments do not seem to keep
up to date maps of the area, relying on the ordnance survey mapping service instead of applications made and
planning granted therefore the buildings observed by aerial photography as a big building does not equate to the
contents that have been approved.

2) The document is based on an evidence base that is in my opinion more fiction than fact.

3) The comments that | made after the consultation has never been acknowledged or reply issued

4) Allerdale council have litle interaction with the residents of the borough, residents in Cockermouth or from what |
can ascertain in other areas last year they had one session in Cockermouth where they had a notice board in the
entrance to a supermarket and handing out to busy shoppers a leaflet on the document. The document stated that it
was all in accerdance with the evidence base. This evidence base was changed following the consultation. Figures
in the evidence base did not appear to agree with the findings in the report or ignored. An example schooling was in
the report to have limited growth in the evidence base yet was ignored in the growth of Cockermouth. The document
SHLAA that was rewritten post the consultation including land that was earmarked for growth by the cemetery. Now
earmarked for housing. With regard 10 making comments, the council adopted a policy of all discussion had to be
made by email or writing this is a disadvantage to everybody who needs help with the computer or expressing
themselves. | went to the council to discus my main interest and was told by the planning team that it had to be by
email or written input. When | approached a member of the Town Council to discuss items in the document there
comment was that the document had been debated by them in Allerdale therefore they could not pass comment at
the Town council. This was not a planning input it was a policy input to the development team and therefore in my
opinion not correct

Proper consultation with the residents that are residing in the town.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Concerns are noted. The revised town centre boundary for Cockermouth has been developed through several
rounds of consultation and has been amended following the comments received to the Preferred Options. The
approach is therefore considered 1o be both sound and robust. Consultation has been carried out in accordance
with the relevant planning regulations and is fully documented. Full details of the consultation undertaken, and
representations made during the development of the Local Plan are contained in the Consultation Statement and
accompanying appendices. A response to Preferred Options representations was published alongside the Allerdale
Local Plan Pre-Submission Draft and is now contained within the Consultation Statement. All interested parties
including thase submitting comments have be sent correspondence related to the Publication of the Local Plan.

No
No action required.
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epiD; - 557 17 cthanyIOrganiéaqdn: " Cumbria Cp'unt'y Ct_)u;acii g = A Do::':u-n_:apt:‘; P

Name: Mr Michaé] h Barfy .,_‘.‘j - : Poh‘cy; 516 >

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The proposed approach to distribute retail development in a hierarchical manner with levels of development
commensurate to the scale of individual settlements is considered appropriate.

Full Retailing is an important part of the mix of uses that local authorities should plan for, and represents a key element

Response:  of sustainable and economic development. Paragraph 23 of the NPPF highlights the necessity for Local Plans to
define a network and hierarchy of centres that are resilient to future economic changes. Linked to this process,
NPPF Paragraph 161 states that Local Plans should consider the requirements for all retail activity, including retail
and leisure development.85. The proposed approach to distribute retail development in a hierarchical manner with
levels of development commensurate to the scale of individual settfements is considered appropriate.66. It is also
welcomed that the proposed policy is open to the potential for new retail to be located away from these locations
where justified by evidence or logic (e.g. village centres or local parades of shops or retail to meet specific local
circumstances). The ability of policy to meet local retail needs (including in rural areas) is very important and is
recognised within the NPPF. On this basis the approach proposed is welcomed.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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27 6 Cﬁmpﬁhﬁﬁr@anisatidn: .Friénds ofthe Lake Distnd % = Docqmefit: LP .

Name:  Dr K | Wt}shaw i £ [ Policy: BRTe se Y |

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: Mo

Legally Compliant: No Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Policy S17 seems to promote development in open countryside. No further information has been provided about
what Transformational activities could entail, therefore the policy could be read in a number of ways and is open to
many different interpretations

This policy raises the same concemns as policy EC8 which Friends of the Lake District commented on in 2012,

As noted in paragraph 195 - Allerdale’s greatest tourism assets lie within its natural environment with the majority of
visitors to the area considering the scenery and landscape to be the most important factor in the enjoyment of their
trip.

Qur previous comments were that this statement recognises that there is little inherent need for development to
support this asset and emphasises the importance of ensuring that the natural environment is conserved as a
priority for its own sake and for the contribution that it makes to the local economy through tourism. These
comments still apply.

The council's preferred approach still seems to promote development in open countryside. Of particular concern is
the encouragement of ‘Transformational' activity in very sensitive areas including Hadrian's Wall and the Solway
Coast AONB. No further information has been provided about what these 'Transformational' activities could entail.
This means that the policy could be read in a number of ways and is open to many different interpretations,
therefore making the document unsound.

The same sequential test for development location should be put in place for tourist development as is found in
Policy 83 Spatial Strategy and Growth. The design principles for any tourist development should conform to Policy
S4 Design Principles.

1. The DPD is not consistent with national policy in the following respects:
NPPF paragraph 7 highlights the importance of the environment as one of the three dimensions of sustainable
development.

The NPPF states that the planning system should contribute to protecting and enhancing the environment and use
resources prudently.

The NPPF also recognises the inherent linkage between socio-economic and environmental quality.

NPPF paragraph 17 outlines Core Planning Principles which include protecting the intrinsic character of the
countryside, and conserving and enhancing the natural environment.

NPPF paragraph 109 states that the planning system should contribute fo and enhance the local environment by
protecting and enhancing valued landscapes.

NPPF paragraph 115 states that great weight should be given fo conserving landscape and scenic beauty in
National Parks, the Broads and Areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection in
relation to landscape and scenic beauty.

Suggested Changes Delete paragraph 4 relating to Transformational potential Alter paragraph 1 to read
Proposals for new tourism and leisure development should be consistent with the sequential development strategy
outlined by policies §3 and S4. Delele a) and b) Friends of the Lake District supports paragraphs 3, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of
this policy.

Peswlmzs

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

It is important to note that the Plan should be read as a 'whole' and in conjunction with national policy as set out in
the NPPF.

This pelicy reflects the Council's strategy to enable and encourage rural economic activity, of which tourism is a vital
source whilst ensuring that sensitive countryside locations are protected. The sequential preference within this
policy ensures that development should always be directed to the larger settlements before other locations are
considered and robust protections are in place to protect the most sensitive locations from inappropriate or harmful
development (particularly Natura 2000 sites or the AONB).

Transformational’ projects are highlighted as those tourist assets the Council considers to be the most attractive to
visitors and the promotion of which would considerably boost the local economy. The inclusion of the asset within
this list does not specifically encourage development at the attraction itself - but encourages developments which
may enhance or maximise the enjoyment of the asset - such as improved accommodation or visitor centres in
nearby settiements or locations as appropriate.

No
No action required.
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epiD: -~ 6] . 4° Company/Organisation: - Friends of Rural Gumbria’s Envir Document: LP

Name: Mis S Hemsley-Rose = . Polley: © - 8517
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary: FORCE support Policy $17.
Fult Qur members are delighted to see that tourism is to be granted a high priority in the Local Plan as it is of great

Response:  importance to the local economy. This has not always happened in the past and the tourist industry has suffered as
aresuit Recent research in Scotland and by the John Muir Charitable Trust has revealed that up to 44% of visitors
may be deterred by the presence of large numbers of wind turbines. Therefore, it is reassuring to know that the
interests of the tourism industry are to be protected in the future.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
RepID: "~ 37/ 60 E c-qmpahyloriga'nisatipn: E_ngﬁsh Heritage .~ N = Doéumém: Lp s
. Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: V Positi\;ely Preparea: Effectiv;:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering 2 number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We support the requirement for new tourism development to be of an appropriate scale
and design and not have significant adverse effects on the WHS. The WHS site and the archaeological assets
whether designated or undesignated are considered to be one of the most important assets in the country. Its
preservation and enhancement should be the key priority and reducing the harm from tourism. (as stated in
paragraph 198).

Changes :  Within the NPPF, when considering the impact of development on heritage assets, the mare important the asset,
the greater the weight should be on it's conservation. Therefore, paragraph 2 of this policy should be amended to
read:

in sensitive coastal areas and countryside, any new tourism development should be of an appropriate design and
scale in keeping with the character of the area. Development which involves substantial harm or loss to a Grade |I
listed asset should be exceptional. Where it affects assets of the highest significance including the WHS, should be
wholfy exceptional.

Council's  Policy 317 has been revised to ensure it contains a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
Response: enjoyment of the historic environment. The Plan should be read as whole, therefore it is considered that repetition
as requested is not required.

Change:  partially accepted
Action: Policy 517 has been revised as appropriate.
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Rep ID: * 38/~ 16 Company/Organisation: Crosécaﬁbhby Pansh Councit Document: P+ . ‘:

g - Name: Mrs . C ¥ Freeland - e Ve
Support’Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries the relationship of this policy to the degradation of car park at Saltpans

Full Page 88, para 198. "Support proposals to protect coastal amenities”. Does this mean that the car park at

Response:  Crosscanonby road end foreshore will be protected from further degradation? Especially as the car park at Saltpans
has now been permanently closed as part of the Hadrian's Cycleway scheme for road safety reasons according to
Cumbria County Council with the biessing of AONB

Changes :

Council's  This policy sets out the Council's strategic appreach to the promotion of tourism and associated infrastructure.

Response: facilities and services. It is considered that this response relates to a specific site and issue and does not relate to
the soundness of the policy or Plan. However, it is acknowledged that tourist facilities as well as businesses should
be protected and therefore this has been amended within this policy.

Change:  parjal

asuen Amend last paragraph of policy to protect tourism businesses and facilities.
Rej:""ID:':_' 46/ _"55"_;1 ':"‘.f‘i‘:‘l.éqmpényfbrgi;éﬁ@a_tion:', — {\ié'turat Eng!ghd‘:;f‘-" i .'-:"'_':'fj-i'rndéyr‘n_gi“ﬂj;:' .' LP %y =
7 ' | { . Name: Mr Janet Baguiey x5 P°"°Y' S” g
Support/Object: SoundIUns;nund: Sound Positively Prepared:. 4 Effectivé: .
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  References should be corrected to the England Coast Path
Full While we do not consider policy $17 to be unsound, we have suggested changes below that would improve the

Response: DPD, and which we ask the local planning authority to take into account. We would like to see some reference to
the England Coast Path in this policy since Natural England is currently working on stretch 1 with the Local Planning

Authority.

Changes: Some suggested wording as follows: Support the development of the England Coast Path which seeks to establish
an unbroken walking route along the coast of England and to provide enhanced and secure access to the coastal
margin. The council will seek to protect and enhance the English coastal route from inappropriate development and
where suitable opportunities arise seeck to enhance the route.

Council's  Accept that the title of the Coastal Access route should be amended.

Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Amend title of England Coast Route throughout Plan.
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ﬂép ll:_)ﬁ 55 f: R | Compényfbfﬁ_ﬁhi-satlon:- ' Cumbrnia Count’y Cbﬁhcil 4 ..: ; ' Doﬁ:_me_l‘z‘t: . LP

. -Name:' Mr - Michael . Barry x P"_‘“"?” 3_17_\_'
SupportiObject: SoundlUnsound Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Welcome the approach fo sustainable tourism

Full Tourism and recreation are an important element of the Cumbrian economy and its value is recognised within

Response:  Cumbria County Council's emerging Economic Ambition document.68. Within the policy it is set out how the visitor
economy and leisure facilities should be located within the most sustainable of locations and the policy rightly
identifies key schemes. Also welcome is the policy's recognition that certain forms of tourism are appropriate in rural
locations. Here appropriate proposals can assist farm diversification and create employment in locations where
employment opportunities may otherwise be limited.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

Rej: ID: 2,' L8 Companlergamsatmn Fnends of the Lake Distrtct 2y Document' LP_‘-'

s DK i WJIshaw e & P°"‘=V 518 i
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared No Effective: No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  FLD object to the wording of paragraph 201 as it implies that the biodiversity and historic assets and features are
contaminating the site and therefore need to be cleared.

Full Paragraph 201 states 'The site has been closed to public access for over 50 years. Over that time, it has developed

Response:  a unique environmental character with a wide variety of species of plants and animals, and hosts many historic
assets and features. These factors, in conjunction with the nature of the site’s historic use as an armament storage
facility, means that there is a number of ground and decontamination works that need to be undertaken before new
development can take place.'

Friends of the Lake District has concerns regarding the way that this paragraph has been worded because it implies
that the bicdiversity and historic assets and features are contaminating the site and therefore need to be cleared.
This is of concern as both the biodiversity and the heritage of the site are of value and should not be cleared, but
should be incorporated into any future use of the site.

Policy 518 e) states that the wildlife, landscape and historic assets will be safeguarded by any future development
on the site. This therefore renders paragraph 201 incompatible with the Policy.

As it stands the paragraph is contrary to NPPF policies 7, 17, 109, 126, 129, 141, 158 and 165

Changes:  Proposed wording. Split paragraph 201 into two separate paragraphs.
201a
The site has been closed to public access for over 50 years. Over that time, it has developed a unigue
environmental character with a wide variety of species of plants and animals, and hosts many historic assets and
features. These special characteristics of the site will need to be safeguarded before any development takes place.
201b
The nature of the site’s historic use as an armament storage facility means that there is a number of ground and
decontamination works that need to be undertaken before new development can take place.

Council's  Accept the principle of this response - thls section will be reworded 1o avoid confusion.
Response:

Change:  partjal

Action: Amend this section of the introductory text to avoid the implication that bio & geo assets are contributory to any
ground contamination issues.

Page 245 of 367



ehID: it

o Te

2';"j 9 - Company/Organisation: Friends of the Lake District "_Docd:ﬁent:- LP ok

Name: Dr. K Wishaw , Policy: - 818

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

While FLD welcome changes to preferred policy approach, however, there is currently no requirement for detailed
assessment of biodiveristy or landscape both internal and external to the site. Furthermore, FLD believe the Council
should lead the masterplan :

Palicy 818 is more comprehensive than EC7and has incorporated suggestions regarding public access, the C2C
cycle route and the natural environmental assets within the site. Friends of the Lake District welcomes these
changes.

However, in Friends of the Lake District's previous comments on a policy for Derwent Forest, we indicated that the
council should lead on the masterplanning for the site. This would ensure that local people are given a fair chance
to comment in accord with the 8CI, and also to ensure that social and environmental issues are adequately picked
up in the masterplan.

There is also no requirement in the policy for a detailed assessment of Derwent Forest's landscape and biodiversity
both internally and with regards to the impact of any development on the setting of the Lake District National Park.

Because of this, the policy still does not accord with the foliowing NPPF paragraphs:

NPPF paragraph 7 highlights the importance of the environment as one of the three dimensions of sustainable
development. The NPPF states that the planning system should contribute to protecting and enhancing the
environment and use resources prudently. The NPPF also recognises the inherent linkage between socio-economic

and environmental quality.

NPPF paragraph 17 outlines Core Planning Principles which include the empowerment of local people to shape
their surroundings, taking account of the character of different areas, protecting the intrinsic character of the
countryside, conserving and enhancing the natural environment, and reusing brownfield land.

NPPF paragraph 109 states that the planning system should contribute to and enhance the local environment by
protecting and enhancing valued landscapes.

NPPF paragraph 150 states that Local Plans are key to delivering sustainable development that reflects the views
and aspirations of local communities.

NPPF paragraph 158 states that local ptanning authorities should ensure that the Local Plan is based on adequate,
up-to-date and relevant evidence about the economic, social and environmental characteristics and prospects of the
area.

NPPF paragraph 165 states that planning policies and decisions should be based upon up-to-date information
about the natural environment.

NPPF paragraph 170 states that where appropriate, landscape character assessments should be prepared, and for
areas where there are major expansion options assessments of l[andscape sensitivity.

Suggested Changes:
Reword paragraph a) A comprehensive masterplan for the site including phasing will be developed by the council in
consultation with the public. This is to ensure delivery of a coherent solution for the site and to avoid a piecemeal

approach.

Add to paragraph e} Comprehensive assessments of the landscape character and biodiversity on the site will be
included, along with an assessment of potential impacts on the setting of the Lake District National Park.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

The Council considers this policy contains-robust protections for the environment and ensures that any development
must safeguard and enhance important landscape features, valuable historic assets, existing wildlife species and
habitats. However, it is accepted that development on the site may affect the wider landscape character as well as
the immediate setting.

Partial.

Amend paolicy to include requirement for wider landscape context to be taken into account.
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RepID: 37/ 61 . CompanylOrganisation: English Heritage ~ - Document: LP

LT Name: Ms o E ] Hrycan o . . Policy: o818
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets on the site, which is a requirement of
the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.

Full There has been no proper assessment of the significance of heritage assets on the site, which is a requirement of
Response:  the NPPF and therefore does not meet the objectives of sustainable development.

Reference is made to the Derwent Forest site having many historic assetsand features. Given this is a sitespecific
policy we wauld welcome more detailed references to the historic environment and to pin point ones of particular
significance that are the key to regeneration of the site. We welcome the safeguarding of heritage assets within the
assessment criteria for development proposals. Further information needs to be given on these and whether they
are designated or undesignated.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment on the Derwent Forest site and an
assessment be made of its character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  Comments noted. Policy and wider Flan provides an appropriate policy approach to ensure that an assessment is
Response: made as part of any proposal.

Change : No

Action: No further action required.

Rep ID: 551 '19,‘_;_ZCompanlerga_Lnisation': - Cumbrnia Courity Council B e boéument: P e

" Name: Mr i Michael - Bamy -~ . . - Poliey .© 8187 .-
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Therefore, while Policy $18 is supported in principle, given the scale of the site, it is appropriate that specific
reference should be made to its wider landscape context as suggested within the below text.

Full This policy looks to consider the potential future uses of the former Royal Navy munitions site at Derwent Forest.

Response:  The policy commits to the development of the masterplan for the site making reference to important considerations
(e.g. highways and access and ecology) that should bereflected within this masterpian, Fundamentally, this
approach appears to represent a suitable mechanism, which has regard to various matters (i.e.ecology) whereby
future potential opportunities for this site can be realised.70. The NPPF Core Principles include the need to take into
account the roles and character of different areas, and to recognise the intrinsic beauty of the countryside and the
importance of supporting thriving rural communities within it. NPPF Paragraph 109 outlines guidance in regard to
conserving and enhancing the natural environment, which includes the need for the planning system to contribute to
the protection and enhancement of valued landscapes. 71. Therefore, while Policy S18 is supported in principle,
given the scale of the site, it is appropriate that specific reference should be made to its wider landscape context as
suggested within the below text.

Changes .  Reword criteria e) of Policy S18 to state: Ensure the siting, design and scale of all elements of the proposed scheme
are appropriate, safeguard and enhance important landscape features, historic assets and existing wildlife species
and habitats, and demonstrate how the wider landscape context has been taken into account. The proposal will
seek to minimise and where appropriate mitigate adverse impacts;

Council's  Amendment to wording accepted.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend policy wording to include "and demonstrate how the wider landscape context has been taken into account”,
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RepID: . 59 1. . CompanyiOrganisation: Derwent Forest Development Co " Document: LP

| T e e e - _ Policy: -+ §18
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries appropriate use of word ‘unique' with regards to environmental character of Derwent Forest site

Full The text reads, The site has been closed to the public access over 50 years. Over that time it has developed a

Response:  ynique environmental character...{my emboldenment). | would question the use of the word ‘unique’ within this
context. As you will appreciate, there are many sites of this character type in the UK and as such any possible
uniqueness is attributable to the specifics of the site, not its character type. You will appreciate that character typing
and the assessment of such plays an important role during the Landscape Character and Visual Assessment
process within the context of any forthcoming EIA and therefore placing a ‘unique’ tag changes the assessment
process.

Changes: Recommends review of use of word ‘unique’

Council's  Accept comment.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend policy to remove the word 'unique’.

RepID: - 597" 2 - Compﬂﬂylomﬂni?étioﬁ: - Derwent Forest Déveloprﬁenth‘}_‘:":,'_ bpcurhgnt; t,P

:z.':_‘ lpoﬁ-cy; 513' Ay

< Name: .- 7

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries omission nodel develoment from Derwent Forest policy

Full | note that no reference is made to the possibility of nodal development and reliance is only being placed on the
Response:  development being ... predominantly ‘open’ in nature..

Whilst | would acknowledge that the existing text can deliver the project as required, | believe the wording could be
improved to encourage good architecture and planning by including reference to nodal development. For example, it
is possible to envisage a set of circumstances where uses within the development will cluster together to provide the
future developmeni facilities. Reference to nodal development would provide for this option, all subject to the other
safeguards incorporated into the policy.

Changes: Recommends inclusion of nodal development

Council's  Comment noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No further action required.
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RepID: . 50/ 3 ... CompanylOrganisation: * Derwent Forest Development Co ~ ~ Document: P

Name:: Loceel T Polieysii 818 5
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Recommends the inclusion of the word 'valuable' with relation to historic assets in Derwent Forest

Full I would suggest the inclusion of the word ‘valuable’ in front of the words *historic assets’. The text would read ... and
Response:  will safeguard and enhance important landscape features, valuable historic assets and existing wildlife species...

This will allow apprapriate cross referencing with Policy 529, otherwise there is a presumption in favour of
conserving all heritage assets paragraph 266 (my emboldenment). This could place an over-emphasis on
preservation and conservation of certain aspects of the existing site and affect the overal! aspirations for the project
{see paragraph 203 below).

Changes: Recommends inclusion of word 'valuable' before historic assets

Council's  Accept comment.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend policy to include the word 'valuabie before historic assets.
RepiD: 59/ 4~ . G'dmpany!Qrgénisation: * Derwent Forest Development Co "7 Dogument: LP .- e
Support/Object: Sound/Unscund: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Recommends inclusion of additional wording to Derwent Forest policy
Full Given the general content and priorities of this policy and the content of paragraph 210, | would suggest that this

Response:  paragraph should read, The key aspirations of the policy are to encourage economic growth and stimulate
employment leading to sustainable long term development...(my emboldenment representing additions).

Changes:  Recommends inclusion of wording 'economic growth and stimulate employment'

Council's  Accept comment.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend policy wording to reflect suggested changes.
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Rep_lD:) 594 : 5 ' CompanylOrganisation: Derwent Forest Devélo;imént--Co_‘ Document: LP

Name: . Policy: © 818 - .

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: Recommends that residential development 'will' be supported rather than 'may’

Full I would suggest that this paragraph should read, Further residential development to achieve the viability and secure

Response:  the overall restoration of the site will also be supported, where it is demonstrated that the objectives of the policy are
met {my emboldenments representing changes or additions). Obviously this places more certainty on the proposal
to include residential development, which is a key component of the regeneration project and also provides more
consistent wording, given the wording of the opening paragraph of the policy text.

Changes: Recommends that residential development ‘will' be supported rather than 'may'

Council's Do not accept that this change is necessary, however an amendment will be made to clarify that residential

Response: development may be supported where it is demonstrated that the objectives of the policy have been met.

Change : No

Action: Amend section to clarify that residential development may be supported where it is demonstrated that the

objectives of the policy have been met.

Page 250 of 367




ReplD: © 2/ " 2 . CompanylOrganisation: - Friends of the Leke Distnct -~ Document: P~

ol

g Name: Dr K * =~ Wishaw - Policy:" - 819 ...
Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective; No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No¢'  Consistent: No

Summary:  FLD consider that a Cumulative Impact study and capacity study is required to help the implementation of Policy
$19. Additionally, text changes are required in order to ensure the study is forms part of the development
management process.

Full The plecemeal nature of wind energy development in the Borough means that there is no overview of the capacity of
Response:  the landscape or biodiversity of the district in relation to wind turbine development. Friends of the Lake District
considers that this is a gap in the Evidence Base of the local plan.

Without a Borough-wide impartial evidence-based assessment of wind energy development capacity for both
landscape and for Natura 2000 sites and interest feature species, there is at the moment currently great difficulty in
ascertaining whether any new wind energy development brought forward has cumulative impact.

It is going to be difficult, especially for developers of smaller wind energy developments {e.g. farm based turbines) to
afford to accurately assess the cumulative impact of their development when taken in combination with all other
developments across Allerdale Borough. However, this is what is being asked for in paragraph 218.

At the moment many of the smaller wind turbine applications are submitted with the barest minimum of information
on the basis that the applicants indicate that they can’t afford to undertake the surveys needed. It is hard to believe
that a small-scale developer will be able to carry out an adequate and meaningful cumulative impact study to submit
with their application.

Even commercial developers do not at the moment provide adequate cumulative impact assessments with their
applications. The assessments of [andscape impact are often underplayed and do not adequately recognise
cumulative impact.

The existing cumulative impact of renewabie energy developments on the landscape and setting of the Solway
Coast AONB and the setting of the Lake District National Park needs to be identified as there is no certainty over
which parts of both designated landscapes are being adversely affected by renewables development.

On ecological grounds, existing mitigation for species associated with Natura 2000 sites (e.g. that proposed for loss
of pink footed geese feeding grounds because of disturbance of fields used by the birds by turbines} has been
undertaken in a piecemeal fashion with no overall assessment of whether the mitigation land has been successful at
protecting the Natura 2000 site birds. There is the potential that land set aside for the pink-footed geese could be
affected by further turbine development because it has not been identified at a strategic level and is therefore not
adequately protected for the future. The current situation is not acceptable.

Without an impartial assessment of the capacity of the Borough's landscape and ecology to be able to absorb wind
energy development, it will be very difficult to adequately assess the cumulative impact of wind energy generation
projects.

A study to assess capacity for wind energy generation would enable areas which have reached capacity with
existing or consented wind development to be identified. This would enable more certainty in decision-making for
Allerdale Borough Council. Wind energy development proposals inside areas with nc more capacity because of
cumulative impacts on the landscape or on Natura 2000 interest feature species could be refused on the grounds of
cumulative impact, and there would be evidence and policy to support a refusal on these grounds.

Friends of the Lake District consider that a capacity study is a vital piece of evidence necessary to enable adequate
planning for wind energy development. This wind energy capacity study should be based on the bird sensitivity
areas in the Cumbria Biodiversity Evidence Base and the proposed Allerdale Landscape Character Assessment,
Without a capacity study it cannot be demonstrated that the local plan is founded on a robust and credible evidence
base.

The local plan is not consistent with national policy in the following respects:

Paragraph 7 of the NPPF highlights the importance of the environment as one of the three dimensions of
sustainable development and that the planning system should contribute to protecting and enhancing the
environment.

Paragraph 17 outlines Core Planning Principles which include protecting the intrinsic nature of the countryside and
consetving and enhancing the natural environment.

Paragraph 109 states that the planning system should contribute to and enhance the local environment by
protecting and enhancing valued landscapes.

Paragraph 115 states that Great weight should be given to conserving landscape and scenic beauty in National
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Parks, the Broads and Areas of Qutstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection in relation
to landscape and scenic beauty. The conservation of wildlife and cultural heritage are important considerations in all
these areas.

Paragraph 157 of the NPPF states that Local Plans should identify land where development would be inappropriate,
for instance because of its environmental or historic significance.

Paragraph 158 states that Each local planning authority should ensure that the Local Plan is based on adequate, up-
to-date and relevant evidence about the economic, social and environmental characteristics and prospects of the
area..

Paragraph 165 states Planning policies and decisions should be based on up-to-date information about the natural
environment and other characteristics of the area.

An independent evidence-based study to assess capacity for wind energy generation should be produced. This
would enable areas o be identified which have reached capacity because of existing or consented wind
development. This evidence would provide more certainty in decision-making for Allerdale Borough Council as wind
energy developments inside areas with no more capacity because of cumulative impacts on the landscape or
Natura 2000 interest feature species could be refused on the grounds of cumulative impact.

The availability of evidence to support a refusal on cumulative impact grounds would mean that there wouid be less
chance of losing cases at appeal. The future appeal cost savings would help to cover the cost of producing the
necessary evidence.

Changes:  Suggested wording:
This cumulative impact study should be referenced within Policy $19 where it should be indicated that the Council
will take a positive view where: Wind energy proposals do not sit within areas identified as having reached capacity
because of cumulative impact on the natural environment.

Council's  The Cumbria Renewable Energy Capacity and Deployment Study (2011} has been used to develop Policy $19, and

Response: provides an evidence-based assessment of wind energy development capacity including consideration of protected
land and constraints .The Policy ensures that a Cumulative Impact Assessment is required for each proposal for a
renewable energy scheme should it be considered necessary.

Applications should be considered within the planning system according to national policy and an up-to-date local
plan. The Council Is working with partners to develop a Cumulative Impact Study to provide additional evidence to
inform decisions.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepiD:* 3] 1. CombanyIOrgahisa'ti'on: R = o = " Document: LP

o Name: Mrs R . Prosser - Ry ol CER S A
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Strongly support the introduction of a setback distance between wind turbines and residential properties

Full Strongly support the introduction of a setback distance of 800m between wind turbines and residential properties

Response:  and is to be welcomed as a means of protecting households from adverse impacts of onshore wind energy
development. (paragraph 220). 800m is an absolute minimum compromise in this run away situation where
Allerdale has become known for the excessive number of Wind Turbines compared to other areas.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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epD: . 4/ ° 1 CompanylOrganisation: —— ISR LF’

S Name: Mr " N- © Prosser . Poliey: 819
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Strongly support the introduction of a setback distance between wind turbines and residential properties

Full Strongly support the introduction of a setback distance of 800m between wind turbines and residential properties

Response:  and is to be welcomed as a means of protecting households from adverse impacts of onshare wind energy
development. (paragraph 220). 800m is an absolute minimum compromise in this run away situation where
Allerdale has become known for the excessive number of Wind Turbines compared to other areas.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Document: LP .

Rep 1D_:_;_:'_ Y 5 ° { ... Company/Organisation: SRR

" Name: Mr ‘M - 0. Hall - Policy: }.$19
Suppert/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  Supports the policy, but provides commentary on $19 policy material.
Full Para 211 This may well be changed. Allerdale has provided more than its share of wind turbines, both locally and

Respense:  nationally.This is subject to an inquiry.

212 Allerdale has gone further with wind turbines than rest of Cumbria. So far as the Lake District National Park is
concerned there are hydro schemes both planned and running. They should be counted more than wind turbines,
because hydro power is three times as constant as wind.

213 There are other sources of renewable energy than wind, which do not damage the landscape, Undersea
turbines are being developed and installed by Rolls Royce. The Solway provides very strong tidal flows.

214 With agriculture being one of the areas most important industry, it should be partnered with anaerobic digesters

216 This has to take account of the recent statement by Eric Pickles, Secretary of State for Communities and
Local Government. He is promising secondary legislation to amend the consultation procedure. His proposals have
to be taken into account when the plan is being considered.

217 Inappropriately sited wind farms have demonstrated that they damage the landscape.The wind farm at Bothel
is visible from Surprise View above Derwent Water and appears frequently when travelling NW along the A66. The
plan must prevent similar disasters. The Friends of the Lake District have protested about developments that
adversely impact on the view from within the National Park.{Objecticn to App.No. 2/2013/0277).

218 | support the comments made by FORCE

219 This is hugely important. The proposed distance of 800m May not be sufficient. There are proposals in Scotland
which could lead to a separation distance of 2500m. The reasons for this may be compelling. If this adopted in
Scotland, just across the Solway. It could lead to an increased number of wind energy applications in Allerdale.

222 1 fully support the comments from FORCE
Changes :

Council's  Comments noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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[Rep ID: :

61 .5 ComPaHVIOrgamsatiOn. F'riendslof Rural Cumbria's Envir Dm:umem. LP

Name. Mrs S : Hemsley-Rose P°"¢¥~

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

FORCE support Policy $19 and make several suggestions regrading changes to text.

Force support the Introduction of DPD relevant to renewable energy schemes, as there is currently no local policy
on this topic, meaning proposals can only be considered against national policy. Whilst there may be significant
potential for development if renewable schemes with Allerdale, there are also a high number of constarints, and a
large number of already consented schemes means that particular care needs to be taken within the brough to
protect its particular characteristics.

Whilst we support the policy in general, we do have some residual concerns reagrding the effectiveness of this
policy as detailed below;

Suggested Changes: a) FORCE feel the muddling of terms 'unacceptable adverse’ and 'signifcant adverse'
compromise the clarity of the policy.

b} Protected species require policy protection from any development, not only wind turbines, and where species are
already the subject of protected status, it is not only 'significant effects’ which cause concern. We therefore feel this
paragraph fails the test of effectiveness and propose an alternative wording as follows; 'it should be demonstarted
that the development would not result in any adverse effects {either in isolation or cumulatively} on proetced
species, including designated sites and migration routes’.

¢) To meet the test of effectiveness, we proposed an alternative wording of this paragraph as follows ‘appropriate
operational requirements are addressed {including accessibility and suitablity of orad network, ability to connect to
the grid, proximity of any relevant feedstock, etc) to the satisfaction of the local authority.’

d) Force strongly feels that the local authority should be able to take steps to protect their financial obiligations in
respect of these developments and would ask if consideration can be made to encourging a more firm commitment
from the developer, should a site subsequently become operational.

E) we propose the following wording 'potnetial benefits to the local economy and the local community are secured in
line with guidance'

We would also like to see the settings of the National Landscape designations, specifically the Lake District National
Park and the Solway Coast Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty included in the penultimate paragrpah which
requires that prooposals should preserve the specrl qualrtres of the desrgnated areas

=)

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

The Council has revised the policy wording to provide additional clarity with regards to the respendents suggested
‘changes a) and b)'. The other suggested changes have been evaluated, however, it is considered hat the revised
policy represents a sound and appropriate approach. Therefore these have not been carried out.

Partially Accept
Changes carried out as appropriate.
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3 :, CompanylOrganisation: . Aspatria Rural Partnership - Document: - LP

f e : L Name: Clir B. - . -Finlay - =~ Peliey: ° $19 . .-
Support/'Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  The Aspatria Rural Partnership support Policy $19, however, they believe that clarificationis required relating to
whether the minimum separation distance of 800m between wind turbines {over 25m) refers to the height of the hub
or the blade.

Full The Aspatria Rural Partnership is a constituted body representing a group of nine parish Councils in the locality:

Response:  Allonby, Hayton & Mealo, Qughterside & Allerby, Westnewton, Aspatria, Plumbland, Bromfield, All Hallows and
Blennerhasset & Torpenhow. The Aspatria Rural Partnership prepared a Community Action Plan, which highlighted
the problem of a proliferation of wind farms in this area, partly because it lies between a National Park and an
AONB. The Partnership is concerned about the cumulative effect of wind turbines in the area, detracting from it
visual amenity and landscape quality, and affecting it tourism potential. The Aspatria Rural Partnership supports
Policy 518, particularly:

Para 216 - the reference to cumulative adverse impacts; and Para 220 - the introduction of a minimum separation
distance of 800m between wind turbines (over 25m) subject to clarification of whether the 25m refers to the height of
the hub or the blade tip our preference would be to blade tip. We believe that the evidence to support the
introduction of a separation distance is ciearly set out in the Allerdale Local Plan {Part 1) Wind turbine Separation
Distance Topic Paper (May 2013).

Changes:  Suggested Changes
Clarify in Para 220 whether the minimum separation distance of 800m between wind turbines (over 25m) refers to
the height of the hub or the blade.

Council's  Accept this response.
Response:

Change : Yes
Action: The policy will be amended to clarify that minimum separation distance refers to the tip of the blade.

RepID: © 9 "j'-."_1':.ﬁL'Comﬁanylbrgahisation: R R . - L Document:  LP Y.

Name: Mr @ J ‘Rylands .- -~ Policy: . 818 R
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent Supports Policy $S19 and suggests changes to text.

Full 519 para 214 Virtually all the documents concerning wind turbines have mentioned economic benefits but they
Response:  have never been specified. The turbines are made abroad and erected by itinerant specialist teams. Any local
employment is minimal. The income produced goes to a few individuals and companies that are certainly not based
in Allerdale or even in the UK in many instances. This reference should be omitted.
Para d. ..appropriate measures for removal of structures and restoration of sites,

This should particularly specify removal of the concrete bases.

Para 220 800m separation is not enough and for any turbine over 25m to blade tip, this should be increased to
1000m.

Turbine colour is not mentioned. Most are white which is entirely inappropriate.Battleship grey Is a colour used to
blend into backgrounds and if turbines had to be this colour, they would be much less obtrusive.

Allerdale already has too many turbines, a disproportionate number of those in Cumbria.If more are to be erected,
they should be in clearly designated areas and NOT dotted about randomly all over the countryside resulting in
there being no views in any direction not blighted by these industrial structures.

FORCE have made detailed comments on the draft loca! plan which | entirely endorse.

Changes :

Councif's  Comments noted. The specifics of proposals (such as colour) is addressed through development management.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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RepiD: 10/~ 1 Company/Organisation: ~ . S ‘_ | ‘ Document: LP vy

~ Name: Mr . R ‘Wilkams . Poliey: - 519

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unscund: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: No Justified: No  Consistent: Yes

Summary:

Fuli
Response:

Changes :

Respondent supports policy $19 and the associated Topic Paper and provides further information and comments
related to wind developnments.

These comments relate to Topic Paper ‘Wind Turbine Separation Distance’

a) Unless my eyesight is failing badly | note that no reference is made in this document which indicates that Shadow
flicker has been considered. Shadow flicker is well known to cause aggravation during the winter months when
either the rising sun can affect inhabitants residing in the NW quarter, to the setting sun which can affect those
residing in the NE quarter. My home is situated NNW of Wharrels Hill wind farm and during the winter period | suffer
from the effects of not only shadow flicker but also reflections from the sun on the blades. | am aware that flawed
Government Planning Statements refer to the document by A.D.Clarke ‘A Case of Shadow Flicker’ he prepared in
1993.

Please note the turbine he worked on had a tower height of 30m and a blade length of just 12.5m - hardly
appropriate to reconcile this with today’s monsters. These Planning Statements indicate that 'it has been proven that
shadow flicker will NOT affect residents in properties greater than 10 rotor diameters away from a turbine’. This is
totally untrue as Clarke stated in his paper:

.A recommendation was made that turbines should be sited AT LEAST 10 diameters distance from habitations and
more if sited to tne East, Southeast or West/Southwest..

My home is 833m away from the nearest turbine at Wharrels Hill and as the turbines have a diameter of 60m |
should not suffer from shadow flicker as | reside almost 14 diamsters away. Thus disproving completely government
Planning Statements.

In addition, as your Topic Paper is supposed to be evidence based, it might have been prudent to have sought the
views of residents known to reside at or near 10 rotor diameters of a turbine/s that information would be evidence
based!

b) b) Once again | note that when considering noise no local evidence has been introduced in the Topic Paper. To
my mind this again is a sad omission. Local public opinion is important but unfortunately not everyone affected by
turbines will be aware of of your documents and the Draft Local Plan. After all not everyone reads local papers so |
suggest that here is a missed opportunity for local input to your Local Plan. From your plans of turbine sites it would
be easy to identify those who could be affected and thus be approached for details of their experiences.

May | suggest that to be evidence based, rather than take an arbitrary distance of 800m as stated in your draft,
consideration be given to seeking public opinion. This information could easily be obtained from a simple
questionnaire. As a starting point a rising scale from 800m for turbines less than 50m high to 1.5/2km for the larger
turbines - say 125m could be considered. Commonsense suggests introducing such a scale as the effects of even
higher turbines with longer blades and more powerful generators would have a greater impact on residents or
indeed even more residents.

Now is the opportunity 10 take a robust stand on what the residents of Allerdale want and deserve. Take the lead
and see just how many other LPAs follow your example.

My final contribution. Will you please explain the size, quality and purpose of the map in Appendix 3 of the draft
Local Plan?

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Comments noted. It is accepted that the policy would benefit from an emphasis on the potential issues for shadow
flicker.

Partially Accepted
Shadow Flicker has been added to the examples of amenity issues.
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Rep ID: ; R1PH T Compahleréani_satibn: . e B o e ™ :_Documént: LP

i B ; Name: Ms® M. - Fitzgerald Policy: 819 . °

Support/Object: Support SoundUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy $19, and provides a number of suggested changes.

Full para 214 I support the emphasis given to the impact of wind turbines, both singularly and cumulatively, as a

Response:  significant planning issue in relation to future development.
para 220 The introduction of a setback distance of 800m between wind turbines over 25m in height and residential
properties is to be welcomed. However, some clarification is needed as to whether it is the hub or the blade tip of
the wind turbine which is referred to. Additionally, as the Plan Area is subject to applications for wind turbines which
are at the upper end of large scale, a setback distance of 800m may not be sufficient in all cases. A table of
appropriate distance from turbines of different sizes might make a clearer and more effective contribution to this
policy.

Changes: Suggested Changes

Para 211 | am writing broadly in support of Policy $19 but feel that the wording of this paragraph should include
some mention of the fact that the UK national target to provide 15% of electricity and heat from renewable and low
carbon sources by 2020 is controversial and currently in dispute although it remains, for the time being, the starting
point for this aspect of local planning.

para 212 The letter 's' should be added to the word provide at the beginning of the third line.

para 213 The fact that Allerdale already accommodates 62% of Cumbria's installed onshore wind energy should be
emphasised here in conjunction with the high guality landscapes and designations.

The ongoing investigation into the reasons for the particularly high level of development should also be mentioned.
It would seem logical, as a result of this concentration of wind turbines, to exercise caution before further
deployment in the Plan Area. It should also be pointed out that the designated areas (Solway Coast Area of
Qutstanding Natural Beauty to the west and Lake District National Park to the north east) have caused a funnelling
effect in the corrider between the two which now contains the vast majority of Allerdale’s wind turbines operational,
consented and proposed. This must be borne in mind when further applications come forward

para 214 The realistic potential for an extra 80MW of renewable energy by 2030 should be broken down into the
specific technologies and given some order of preference bearing in mind the present dominance of onshore wind. |
do not accept that the onus of further renewable energy development must necessarily rely on commercial wind
developments as the Plan Area already hosts 62% of the wind turbines in the County according to the Cumbria
Renewable Energy Capacity and Deployment Strategy. )

Unless a wind turbine manufacturer is going to locate in the Plan Area, the deployment of onshore wind turbines is
going to create very few, if any, local jobs. As such, onshore wind should be specifically excluded from the exciting
economic opportunity in terms of job creation to which the author of the document refers in para 214. Recent
experience has clearly demonstrated that this is irrelevant to onshore wind turbines.

The Council states its aim to promote and encourage the development of renewable and low carbon energy
resources at the end of page 92. | fully support this aim but, given the level of detail which underpins the rest of this
policy, I do not feel that it is necessary to state here that proposals where impacts {either in isclation or
cumulatively) are or can be made acceptable will be permitted. | suggest that this statement should be removed.

I would like to see the various different technologies which are covered by this policy specifically named and
explained as they are in the Cumbria Renewable Energy Capacity and Deployment Strategy.

The author of the document lists air quality/emissions, noise, odour and water pollution as potentially adverse
effects of renewable energy development. | would suggest that negative visual impact and shadow flicker should be
added to the list.

The word significant should be removed from aii at the top of page 93 as any potentially adverse impact requires
careful consideration and investigation before the Council should take a pasitive view.

Similarly, the words a significant adverse effect with reference to protected bird species; including designated sites
and migration routes {page 93 point b) should be replaced by any adverse effect. Once again, any potentially
adverse effect on protected species must cause the Council to demur from adopting a positive view before a
thorough investigation has been carried out.

In the case of small companies and business consortiums applying for onshore wind turbines, there is a strong
possibility that they will no longer exist when the turbines become redundant or planning permission expires. It is for
this reason that | would suggest the sefting up of a bond with an independent financial body to ensure that
structures are removed and sites restored at the appropriate time. Ultimate responsibility should rest with the
landowner. Reference to this should be included on page 93 point d).

The words and the setting of should be included before the Solway Coast Area of Qutstanding Natural Beauty on
page 93 below point e}. Also in this paragraph, the words preserve the special qualities of should be changed to do
not damage the special qualities of.

| would suggest that the word commercial is removed from the penultimate line of para 216 (page 94) because the
Plan Area already accommodates a great many wind turbines of various sizes and capacities which should all be
considered in terms of their potential cumulative impact in combination with future development.

Similarly, in para 218,wind farms should be replaced by wind turbines as even single turbines can displace bird and
bat populations and impact upon migratory routes. Once again, we would suggest that the word significant be taken
out of association with adverse effects because any adverse effect should cause the Council to demur from
automatically taking a supportive view of a proposed development before the potential adverse effect has been fully
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studied.

Presumably due to a typographical error, para 219 concludes with the repetition of a sentence for no discernible
reason.

A number of inaccuracies and inconsistencies have been identified in the Cumbria Wind Energy Supplementary
Planning Document (CWESPD). Therefore, the reference to it in para 221 should be changed to reflect that the
document is to be amended as soon as possible. New SPDs are planned for Developer Contributions and Open
Spaces, for example, and | would suggest that the policy is amended to reflect an intention to overhaul or rewrite the
CWESPD at the eariiest opporiunity.

In para 222 (pages 94 and 25), | would again suggest that the settings of the Solway Coast AONE and the Hadrian's
Wall World Heritage Site are included in the consideration of unacceptable impacts on the designated areas.
Finally, although not part of Policy $19 itself, | question the following sentence in the first paragraph on Page 15 of
the Draft Plan Document the so-called Vision for the Plan Area:

The economy will be strong, diversified and well connected, with a growing and highly skilled population, with high
employment, capitalising on skills and opportunities in the nuclear, energy and tourism sectors.

The nuclear industry is part of the energy sector. Therefore the validity/purpose of the final comma in the sentence
requires explanation.

Council's  Comments and support noted. Changes have sought to address many of the changes as appropriate.
Response:

Change:  paially accepted

Action: Changes carried out as appropriate.

2 Document: LP .

Rep ID: . '1:_:,1'j oA (":or:n'panyIOrganr_ii'_.aatiorl:= -

_ : : Name: Ms K-_ WO_OdS" b SR - P","W{ ; 819 =
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Although the representor supports the inclusion of a setback distance within the policy, it is considered that this
needs to be a sliding scale to ensure that it is proportionate to the scale of the development.

Full { am pleased to note that there is now a proposal to have an 800m setback distance from residential properties for
Response:  all wind turbines with a height of 25m or more. However | believe that there needs to be a sliding scale to ensure
that the largest wind turbines are subject to a greater setback proportionate to the scale of the development.

Allerdale has been particularly lenient in its approach to controlling wind turbine development, and ill prepared in
opposing developments as demonstrated by recent comments from Inspector Braithwaite. The developers are
aware of Allerdale’s approach, and this in turn generates more applications, and sets precedent. As a result the
area has become over-populated with industrial scale turbines, with detrimental impact on local communities,
wildlife and amenity. Allerdale has become one large wind farm and it is time to put tighter controls on such
developments.

Changes :

Council's Comments noted.

Response:
Change : No
Action: No action required.
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p ib:‘ SR VYRR Company/Organisation: * Kirkbampton Parish Council - 2 " Document: LP :

_ Name: Ms A . McCallum . ey el | C
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Representor supports Policy $19.

Full Kirkbampton Parish Council wishes to support that a minimum distance of 800m between wind turbines {over 25m)
Response:  and residential properties is Introduced, in order to protect residential amenity.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Rep ID:;-""15"I 1 : Cpl)iripanylomanisatil?n: Westnewton Action Group — - : __rl'?oou'ment:‘ P adolge
Lol - p Name: Mr ,,_.'JA Kenghley b Vi:V:T‘.Pol.icy: ! 819 B |

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yég Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Representation outlines the impoitance of a policy related to wind energy and outlines a number of changes to
improve the approach.

Full Due to the lack of a suitable local policy regarding renewable energy, particularly regarding wind energy - either in
Response:  the form of on-shore farms or single turbines Allerdale has become a target from the wind industry who reply on the
pressure exerted by their interpretation of the NPPF.

Large parts of Allerdale’s landscape provide attractive setting for the Solway AONB, the Hadrians Wall International
Heritage Site and the Lake District Nation Park - which latter may even be extended in the near future o link up with
the Yorkshire Dales NP. Not to emntion also having a large number of internationally important wildlife habitats.
However, this scenic setting is slowly being compromised and corrupted by being turned into an indutsrial wind
turbine landscape. A robust policy is now essential in order to prevent erosion and abuse of our local landscape.

Changes:  Suggested Changes

Section 214

Usage of the term 'adverse impact' here is frequently qualified by words scuh as 'unacceptably’ {adverse) or
'significant’ (adverse)

Adverse means adverse, it should not require such qualifcation, if an advserse effect is likely to occur then it is
essentially 100% unacceptable.

‘developers will be expected to work with local communities from an early stage and deliver benefits to the local area
where the proposal is located' if possible this should be made retrospective

220

Clarification is needed here regarding wind turbine height, it needs clearly specifying that this refers to the total
height of a turbine not merely its hub height!

Regarding - 'shorter distances may also be appropriate if there is supoort from local community' We feel that the
wording heres hould read 'overwhelming support from the local community'.

We also believe that safety issues should be given much more serious consideration here, such as an insistance on
more then mere 'fall over distances from public areas such as footpaths, playing fields etc. and also the avoidance
of situating turbines too close to roads where they may suddenly starle or/and distract a motorist coming across
them on a rise or around a bend.

222

As we discussed above, the settings of these areas are just as important as the designated areas themselves, and
therefore such settings should have equal status regarding unceptable impacts, especially regarding highly visible
and long lasting renewables such as wind.

S

[E e =

Council's  Comments noted, and changes have been made to address many of the issues raised.
Response:

Change:  parially accept
Action: Changes carried out as appropriate.
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Rep ID: -~ 26/ 1 Company/Organisation: Sebérghérﬁ Paﬂsh Coﬁncll_--"i: :Docufnént; LP - ;—’; o~

Name: Ms -~ - Gauntlett P"“W' 31__9 WE
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the introduction of the 800m set-back distance relating to wind turbines, and the other planning
constraints and requirements to protet the environment and wildlife in the Borough.

Full 1.  We have no reason to doubt that the content is legal and soundly based, and Allerdale BC has reacted
Response:  positively to the outcome of the first consultation. The content appears to the PC to be justified and reasonable.
2. The PC welcomes the changes to the Draft made following the first consultation in 2012 and is content that the
issues we raised have been adequately addressed.
3. In particular, we welcome the inclusion in $19 (Renewable Energy and Low Carbon Technologies) of an 800m
set back distance and other planning policies, requirements and controls to contain the development of wind
turbines and mitigate the damage they inflict on the environment, ecology, landscape and health and well being of
residents and visitors alike. We urge that no diminution of these requirements is introduced into the final Plan.
4. The PC urges the Council to react as speedily as possible in submitting the Draft Local Plan to the Planning
Inspectorate on completion of the consultation period.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
il Com'panyio_rgani#qtiqn: oy =g - e '. : Documen't:‘f{ LP o
| .‘ .. ! Na;m_.e.:\ IV‘[r".':‘. A&C . Rulé: a0 © . Policy:: - 519 o :
Su;:)portIOhject: Support Sound!Unsound:. | Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The introduction of an 800m set-back distance is proportionate and in response to the wishes of the vast majority of
local people who, whilst many support 'green energy', are increasingly concerned at the potential for significant
adverse impacts on their lives and and wellbeing.

Full The introduction of an 800m set-back distance is proportionate and in response to the wishes of the vast majority of
Response:  |ocal people who, whilst many support "green energy’, are increasingly concerned at the potential for significant
adverse impacts on their lives and wellbeing.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : NIA

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object:  Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: | am fully support of the policy to introduce a seperation distance of 800 metres between wind turbines and
residential properties.

Full I am fully supporttive of the policy to introduce a seperation distance of 800 meters between wind turbines and

Response:  residential properties. However, | do feel that this could have been extended to a distance of 1km for wind turbines
greater than 50 metres in height. This would still be less than half of the 2 5km distance being proposed by the
Scottish Government.

Changes :

T e

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.

Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound:

Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: | am fully supportive of the policy to introduce a seperation distance of 800 metres between wind turbines and
residential proeprties,

Full ! am fully supporttive of the policy to introduce a seperation distance of 800 meters between wind turbines and

Response:  residential properties. However, | do feel that this could have been extended to a distance of 1km for wind turbines
greater than 50 metres in height. This would still be less than half of the 2.5km distance being proposed by the
Scoftish Government.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action:

No action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary: | support making the minimum distance between wind turbines and dwellings 800m. In view of health and safety
issues | feel that this is a reasonable recommendation.
Full | support making the minimum distance between wind turbines and dwellings 800m. In view of health and safety
Response:  igsues | feel that this is a reasonable recommendation.
Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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RepD: © 36/ 4 . CompanylOrganisation: - Blennerhasset and Torpenhow P~ Document: (P P
A ) 5 ‘.‘:: : . Name: Ms B Ka\'.ranagﬁ‘,_r am ,.“Pol'icy:'_‘.‘_ 519 e‘
Suﬁﬁort;'Object: Supbort “ - .SoundIUﬁsound: Sound . Po;itivelyPrepared: V Effective:r V
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support this policy, particularly paras 216 and 220

Full Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan regarding the high

Response: number of applications for wind turbines in the area and the need to take cumulalive effect into account.
Blennerhasset and Torpenhow Parish Council supports Policy $19, particularly: Para 219 - the reference to
cumulative adverse impacts; and Para 220 - the introduction of a minimum separation distance of 800m between
wind turbines (over 25m). We believe that the evidence to support the introduction of a separation distance is
clearly set ou In the Allerdale Lacal Plan (Part 1) Wind turine Separaton Distance Topic Paper {May 2013).

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A,

Action: No action required.
Rep 'ID:_ 371 62 Cp_mpa'hyldrgani"gﬁtionﬁ,-_ Enghsh‘l_-‘lentége _"4 = 1 Dﬁéuméﬂt:. L.P: S "
T RO s | NameMs “ E* Hrycan ;_:plicy: 519
Support/Object: Sou.ndJ'Un.sound: | Positively Prepared: Effecti.ve:‘

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Subject to the amendments, we support the requirement for any renewable energy projects to consider their impact
on the histaric environment. Reference should be made to the wording in the NPPF regarding conserving and
enhancing the historic environment rather than signicant impact.

Fuli Subject to the amendments, we support the requirement for any renewable energy projects to consider their impact
Response! on the historic environment. Referaence should be made to the wording in the NPPF regarding conserving and
enhancing the historic environment rather than significant impact.

Changes: Amendments should refer to the NPPF wording, rather than significant impact it should read conserve and enhance
the historic environment. When referring to the WHS, it is suggested that it should be amended to read provided
that they do not affect its Outstanding Universal Value and accord with the aims and objectives of the Management
Plan.

Council's  Comment noted, however, the Council consider that the published approach is the most appropriate.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legaily Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries definition of small scale in relation to renewable energy and does not believe any should be acceptable in
AONB

Full Page 93. Renewable Energy. "In AONB only small scale renewable energy schemes will be acceptable”. What
Response:  constitutes "small scale” and why would you consider any such schemes in the AONB, these industrial schemes do
stand out, are neither natural or beautiful and are totally out of character within AONB.

Changes :

S

Council's  Comments noted. The scale of development wouid be defined during the development management process and
Response: would be related to the technology and context.

Change : No

Action: No further action

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Strongly supports the proposal for a minimum separation of 800 metres

Full With reference to the draft Allerdale plan, [ would like to register my strong support for the proposal to require a
Response:  MINIMUM separation of 800 metres between any proposed Wind Turbine Development and the nearest
habitation/building of community involvement ( eg church or school)

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Rer':l_['}::" 4071 CompanylOrganisation: : THCEER . c "”'_".‘Dncul’l'i_;nt: LP T.‘:T..fli--

Neme: Mr - A: : Brown B BaaEottcy; S 518 -

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective:

Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Does not believe this policy reflects current national policy or local circumstances.

The current Allerdale Local Plan, adopted in 1999 is silent on the subject of renewable energy.

Allerdale has not produced or adopted any Supplementary Planning Documents or palicy to fill in the detail relating
to local conditions as compared with National Policy. Other Authorities have done so, Milton Keynes for example.
Allerdale has used only the National and Regional guidelines when considering renewable energy schemes and
these National Policies ignore local circumstances and are skewed in favour or approval.The result has been a free
for allapproach particularly for wind turbines, and a proliferation of onshore wind turbines throughout the Borough,
including rural areas. The same effect has not been see in the other districts in Cumbria, and has not happened for
example in Eden District which has an equal if not greater wind resource than Allerdale. It may be that by embracing
the branding of Britain’s Energy CoastAllerdale has seemed o attract and encourage greenenergy that are not
nuclear based and this means overwhelmingly wind turbines thanks to current subsidy regimes. Other technologies
should not be ignored! Allerdale hosts 62% of the Cumbria onshore wind turbine development, and when weighted
to its share of area within Cumbria, has 3 times the mean deployment of turbines when compared with the county as
a whole. When the comparison is narrowed to areas within the five districts in Cumbria which are not protected by
the Lake District National Park designations, Allerdale has a massive 41 times the mean deployment of turbines
when compared with the districts adjoining. The conclusion must be that Allerdale is not playing on a level playing
field in relation to the National Planning Policy Framework and has allowed wind turbine development totally out of
proportion with the rest of the county, leading to severe criticism of a policy by default. This saturation is the subject
of scrutiny within Allerdale Borough Council. The policies proposed in the proposed plan in $19 therefore appear to
be more of the same, and | believe that this skewed free for all"policy should be terminated. Areas suitable for wind
turbines within the Borough should be identified and agreed after detailed consultation as part of the new plan.
There should be no free for all"policy. Wind turbines should only be permitted within the areas designated as
suitable and all other areas of Rural Allerdale should not be forced to host any more turbines. In any event no
turbine should be nearer than 1200m from any dwelling to protect the dwelling from noise, low frequency noise, and
shadow flicker. There are several examples of these problems within Allerdale. The rural landscape of Allerdale is
already saturated with turbines, both in groups, and as individual machines damaging the amenity of the local
landscape, tourism, the amenity of local peopte and their dwellings and no more turbines should be permitted
oulside designated areas. They do no create jobs locally. Account should be taken, in the new local plan, of the
latest political pronouncements made by the Government to ensure that the views of local people carry weight in the
planning process, even to the point of veto to stop turbine development where they are opposed by the local
population. Turbines are already seriously divisive within the local communities. There is clearly a serious
disconnect in a planning regime where professional officers are constantly recommending turbines both individual
and in groups for approval - following national policy so they say - and those recommendations for approval are
being refused by the Allerdale Development panel in increasing numbers, and in defiance of the professional
officers recommendations.

Areas suitable for wind turbine within the Borough should be identified and agreed after detailed consultation as part
of the new plan. There should be no "free for all" policy.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

T -

Comments noted. The Policy closely follows national policy and will ensure that there is a proactive and robust
approach to the development of renewable energy proposals.

MNo
No further action
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Rep ID:

420 01 Company/Organisation: L b - i:h_:uéushe_hl: P

_ Name: Mr . Charles Woodhouse - Policy: 319 R

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Respondent supports Policy $19, but suggests some revisions.

| support the need for a development plan document in refation to renewable energy (S 19). This document is long
overdue. lts delay has resulted in many turbine developments (eg High Pow, Silloth, Bothel, Tallentire and shortly
West Newton) which now blight and scar Allerdale and distress host communities which, had this document existed,
might not have been allowed. | agree broadly with the suggested amendments and improvements submitted by
Force on 1 June 2013 and by Marion Fitzgeraid on 12 June 2013. | will not therefore repeat all the detailed points
and suggested corrections they have helpfully made but wish to make some additional suggestions. There are many
key criterla to be incorporated in the final plan. | will try to summarise some of these.

1 Onshore wind developments must no longer be sited on sensitive, beautiful, quiet rural landscape areas, whether
or not technically protected. The recent, opporiunistic rush by developers to funnel so many large turbines on the
hitherto unspoilt Allerdale plain adjoining, between and intervisible with the Lake District National Park and the
Solway AONB and Hadrian’s Wall WHS must now stop before it becomes even more a landscape of (and
dominated by) turbines and thus wrecked beyond recognition.

2 The views of the local host community must be taken into account in each case and given appropriate weight and
never again be overridden and disregarded.

3 The amenity of existing residents must be maintained and respected at an acceptable level. Thus no large (ie non
domestic, own farm, below 15m) wind turbine should be constructed in close proximity of a residential property. A
minimum separation distance of 800m (proposed in para 220) is an overdue starting point and to be welcomed but
for turbines over 50m, unless it can be demonstrated in each case through independent on site testing that there
would be no unacceptable impact due to noise, amplitude modulation, low frequency sound or vibration on
residential amenity, the minimum distance should be 1.5km with an upwards sliding scale for turbines over 80m.

4 Wind farm developments, whether individually or cumulatively, should not have a negative Impact upon the local
economy, particularly tourism, Cumbria’s largest industry and creator of employment.

5 When turbines become obsolete and inoperative (likely to be well before their permitted 25 years} effective and
enforceable provisions and remedies must be in force to ensure farmers and developers remove all infrastructure
above and below ground. A bond or sinking fund must be required as a condition of any consent and provision must
be must be required to provide for all abandonment costs. We must not leave our grandchildren with the inevitable
and entirely predictable clean-up costs.

6 On necessary wildlife protection, red squirrels should be included in the list. Parts of the Allerdale plain at the
back of Skiddaw for example still enjoy red squirrels one of the very few pockets of this endangered species left in
England.

7 Turbine developments should not take place in locations adversely affecting heritage assets, in particular
churches but also including gardens and parkland whether or not listed nationally specific site assessments must be
required in each case.

Please Incorporate the suggestions of Force and Marion Fitzgerald referred to above.In addition | suggest:.
In 211 line one, insert currently after Strategy In line three after 2020.
Insert This figure is in dispute and may change.

In 213 line four, after energy. rewrite as follows However it also has a large number of high quality landscapes and
designations. These include the sensitive rural landscape adjoining and highly visible to and from the Lake District
National Park and the Solway AONB. This must stop being turned any further into a landscape of and dominated by
turbines. Therefore the level resource that is realistically achievable is significantly reduced to avoid further
destruction of these landscapes and designations. In 214 line five, delete after technologies the words and
commercial wind developments. In line nine delete exciting after presents an and after economic opportunity insert
(to be demonstrated in each case)

In 512 delete sentence beginning Proposals where impacts.. In para a) [) insert after noise, vibration, amplitude
impact {including all impacts causing symptoms such as sleep disorders, discomfort and mental health and
physiologic problems), flicker and shadow flicker .In para b) insert after bird species and on red squirrels. Insert as
additional para at the end of this box after located - The impact on tourism, a key earner and supporter of family
incomes, must always be considered and the views of the host communities in each and every case must be given
appropriate weight.

In para 218 line seven after bat species insert or red squirrels. In para 220 please take account of my comments on
minimum setback distances in box 6 above and note that following the recent High Court judgement in the Milton
Keynes it is lawful for an LPA to provide for these to preserve and protect residential safety and amenity. It is also
the duty and responsibility of the LPA to do so and failure here could and may lead to liability claims and litigation. In
each case there must be certainty established on an independent and evidenced based assessment beyond
reasonable doubt before turbine developments near residential dwellings are allowed. This is an area where no one
knows for certain what distances are safe as technology, science and medical knowledge and experience develops.
(See for example the Scottish Government's requirements and the recent debates in parliament.)What is certain is
that ill health in many forms is caused by turbine noise and vibration and that out of date, inadequate onshore
energy industry figures cannot be relied on.
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Council's  Comments noted. The Council has considered all responses to $19 (including those from FORCE) and have made

Response: changes to the policy to improve the clarity and its application. Policy $19 'Renewable Energy and Low Carbon
Technologies’ sets a positive framework for the development of renewable energy across the Plan Area reflecting
both national planning policy and local evidence. It sets a robust framework to ensure that unacceptable impacts
and inappropriate renewable energy developments do not take place. It is considered that the issues raised in the
representation are adaquately covered by the policy as developed.

Change:  papially accept.
Action: Changes have been made in relation to the FORCE representation referred.

'_ep‘lD:' - 43§ 1'0_ Ccmpanylomamsauon Susoo (Sustamable Cockennouth ';.f' Document LP
: = T : 2 ' Pollcy 519

S Name- Mr _-M__ Porter

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Posutlvely Prepared Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO believe that this policy should be linked to housing.

Full SusCo would like to put forward that this commitment should be linked to the Housing Policy. It would like the

Response: Council to require all housing has solar roofing panels, and if this is not deemed viable for some reason (by the
Council not developers) that a compulsory minimum percentage of housing include solar rocfing panels. In addition
a requirement that all housing is built to maximise energy and water efficiency.

Changes :

Council's  Comment noted. Policy DM12 Sustainable Construction supports energy saving/generation and ensures that
Response: housing is built to maximise water efficiency

Change : No

Action: No further action

Rep 1D: 1 T Document' 0 AP '

C:ompanyIOrgamsation. Y ]

44]

B Name, Ms .. S_uséri Ross ‘ _Pohc" 8’9
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support this policy in general but have concerns about 800m set back distance

Full | support this policy in general. However, | would like to comment concerning para 220. Many applications in

Response:  Allerdale are for turbines of upto, and even above, 90m. This generation of turbines have such high visual impact
on residents that in some cases a separation distance of 800m would not be sufficient, and should be greater,
considering site specific factors of topography, orientation of views and land cover. In many parts of Allerdale the
predominant tree is Ash, and if growing close to a property, migh been expected to offer some form of cover, but the
spread of Ash dieback disease would negate this.

Changes:  Setback distance therefore should be more than 800m in those cases where residents amenity and property value
could be compromised.

Council's  Comment noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No further action.
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Support/Object:

Legally Compliant:  Yes

Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The policy on renewable energy schemes finally provides more protection for the residents of the Borough.

The policy on renewable energy schemes finally provides more protection for the residents of the Borough.
Additionally | fully endorse the comments that have been submitted by FORCE in relation to this policy and also the

suggested amendments to the policy.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Support/Object:

Support noted.

N/A
No action required.

l.egally Compliant:  Yes

SoundfUnsound: Sound

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

The last sentence of chapter 219 is duplicated: "Where mitigation is proposed, measures should be clearly defined
and where appropriate secured by planning obligations. Where mitigation is proposed , measures should be clearly

Summary:  The last sentence of chapter 219 is duplicated

Full

Response:

defined and where appropriate secured by planning obligations.'

Changes: Remove duplication

Council's  Accept this correction.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Remove duplication from policy.
SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Sound

Legally Compliant: Yes

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Support policy in general but have concerns about 800m setback distance

I would suggest that all bird species need consideration re. siting of wind turbines, not anly protected general.

While | wholeheartedly agree with the need for a separation distance between wind turbines and dwellings as
outlined in paragraph 220, | feel a blanket 800m for any wind turbine over 25m is unrealistic. The bigger the wind
turbine the noisier it becomes, therefore there is a need for a greater separation distance when this circumstance

arises.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Comments and support is noted. Policy ensures the impacts of development on species such as birds is

appropriately considered.
No
No further action required.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support policy in general but have concerns about 800m setback distance

Full | would suggest that all bird species need consideration re. siting of wind turbines, not only protected general.
Response:
While | wholeheartedly agree with the need for a separation distance between wind turbines and dwellings as
outlined in paragraph 220, | feel a blanket 800m for any wind turbine over 25m is unrealistic. The bigger the wind
turbine the noisier it becomes, therefore there is a need for a greater separation distance when this circumstance
arises.

Changes :

Council's Comments and support is noted. Policy ensures the impacts of development on species such as birds is
Response: appropriately considered.

Change : No
Action: No further action required.

Rep ID: | 49 ] K Company/Organisation: - S . Document: LP .

7 Name: Mr | Pawl | Tyson o Poliey - S19.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support policy but have suggestion for clarifications to be made.

Full A development plan relating to the erection of wind turbines is long overdue and greatly welcomed. The lack of a

Response:  policy specific to this area has already has damaged Allerdale tremendously already and the sooner this plan is put
in place the better. 4. What also has to be considered is the spate of applications in the last year many of which are
opportunistic and rushed in before this policy comes in to place.] think there needs to be greater clarity in the choice
of wording In relation to unacceptably adverse"and significant adverse. If the impact of an application has an effect
then that should be enough. Variations of how adverse the effect can cause confusion.Set back distances are putin
place for good reasons many of which are health related. If an agreed 800 meter separation distance is proposed
this should apply to all parties,interested or otherwise. Also this separation distance should not be expected”but
should be insisted upon. | think there should be a requirement that any turbine application to be for a specific model.
Too many times people in opposition to a proposed wind turbine cannot get accurate information on possible noise
levels because the applicants either included indicative or generalised test results or give general data for a
manufacture or range of manufacturers products. This sheuld not be acceptable.

Changes: Needs to be greater clarity in the choice of wording relating to "unacceptably adverse" and "significantly adverse”.
Setback distances should be reguired not "expected”.

Council's  Comments noted. Greater clarity has been provided in relation to "unacceptably adverse" and "significantly
Response: adverse”. The approach to setback distance is considered to be appropriaie.

Change : Partially accept

Action: Greater clarity has been provided in relation to "unacceptably adverse" and “significantly adverse”
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Support/Object: Object ' Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Object ue fo proposed B00m separation distance being inadequate in terms of noise and overbearance.

Below are extracts from our objection to the Carwath planning application, which demonstrates that the proposed
800m separation distance is woefully inadequate, both in terms of noise and overbearance. ‘Noise.. it is said that
there is ‘'no reason to suspect higher than usual levels of aerodynamic modulation’ (blade swish), but ‘it is true to
say that the cause of such a feature in the noise is not clearly understood'. That the ETSU guidance is clearly
inadequate in this respect is bome out by our own experience of the Wharrels Hill wind farm. When the wind is
blowing strongly (contradicting the statement in para. 9.3.5 that "noise is not a problem when wind speeds are high')
from the SW we can sense the low frequency background noise of the turbines and hear the ‘swish’ of the blades
(an impact which has been dismissed in the official guidance as being insignificant except when close to turbines -
but we live 1.2 km away) superimposed on i, often in the daytime above the traffic noise of the busy A595. When
this occurs at night, which is not infrequently, the bedroom windows have to be closed to reduce (but not eliminate}
sleep disturbance. This type of noise from the Carwath turbines can reasonably be expected to be greater. A
‘Barrister's Opinion’, given in the case of the proposed Matlock Moor wind farm, says that 'The scale of the
increases in actual noise levels, whether they have been minimised, and what they mean in terms of the actual
effect on the living conditions of nearby occupiers, are relevant questions under the requirements of the EIA
Regulations, as material planning conderations under s70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. The
Government's policy in PPS22 is that authorities ‘should ensure that renewable energy developments have been
located and designed in such a way to minimise increases in ambient niuse levels’. This planning application fails to
deal adequately with the above issues. In the case of the Gorsedd Bran wind farm appeal in Wales, which was
dismissed, the Inspector commented that *...| have no doubt that these turbines could operate within or at levels
suggested in ETSU 97...however they are for guidance and are not absolute values. The problem is that those noise
levels do not mean that the turbines cannot be heard’. Overbearance. There is a weil recognised phenomenon
referred lo variously as overbearance, dominance, ‘looming’, caused by turbines being too close to dwellings. In the
GorseddBran appeal referred to above, the Inspector said * In my view they are too close when the height, size of
swept area, and relative elevation of the turbines is such that they appear unacceptably overbearing when viewed
from & dwelling or its immediate surroundings’. He supported overbearance as a reason for refusal of the planning
application. Overbearance is not referred to in the applicant's Residential Assessment. The assessment of the
visual effects uses undefined words such as Minor, Moderate, Major to describe the visual impact, and in some
cases says that this will be reduced by the screening of trees and buildings. But this ignores the ‘netting effect’,
which ocours when the whole of a turbine cannot be seen, making it appear closer than it actually is. Referring to the
Gorsedd Bran Inpector’s definition referred to above, some of the subjectivity surrounding the assessment of
overbearance can be reduced by measuring and combining the vertical and horizontal angles subtended at the eye
of the observer by the rotor blades (the 'overbearing angle’, OA )We live 1.2km away from the Wharrels Hill wind
farm, and find it overbearing (with an OA of 9.5 degrees). The Gorsedd Bran turbines, some 1.5 km from
residences, would have had an OA of about 12 deg. At Cherwell, Dover, proposed turbines up to BOOm away (OA
15 deg assuming level ground) were described as ‘looming’, with an adverse efect up to 1km distant (OA 12 deg).
Locally, we are aware that the resident nearest to the Siddick wind farm found the nearest turbine oppressive (OA
19 deg). Three of the homes at Rosley, and the school, located between 650m and 1050m from the nearest turbing,
have OAs ranging from 13 deg to 19 deg. These are described in the Residential Assessment as experiencing a
mainly Minor/Moderate visual impact. By contrast, Intack Head, with an offset distance of 1.8km, is described as
experiencing a Moderate-Major visual impact, but has an OA of just over 5 deg. Applying the OA of 9.5 deg which
we find overbearing at Bothel to this case would give an offset distance of about 1.3km. The 800m offset distance
proposed in the draft Local Plan is demonstrably woefully inadequate. We understand that the Scottish Government
is considering consulting on a distance of 2.5km. The topic paper doss not deal adequately with the issue of
overbearance/dominance, and we would like to suggest that the above methodology is used to reduce the amount
of subjective judgement which is applied to this issue when considering planning applications and appeals. The
resulting separation distances, based on overbearance, would have the added benefit of reducing ‘amplified
modulated’ noise, from which we suffer at Bothel. We hope that our response in this format is acceptable to you; but
if you would prefer us to complete an official representation form, please let us know.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Comments noted. The approach to setback distance is considered to be appropriate.

No
No further action required.
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_Name: Mr ' Dennis . Dickins | Policy: * ~ $19

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Currently there is no local policy on renewable energy schemes, especially on-shore wind turbines, therefore this
document and its proposals, indicate that a positive approach is being made to ensure that a correct balance is
achieved with wind turbines a

Currently there is no local policy on renewable energy schemes, especially on-shore wind turbines, therefore this
document and its proposals, indicate that a positive approach is being made to ensure that a correct balance is
achieved with wind turbines and their impact on the surrounding environment.

Consideration is also being given to the impact of wind turbines on tourism, including impacts on wildlife, habitats,
visual impact, historical sites, noise pollution and distance from residential housing.

This framework of proposals is long overdue, but never the less, most welcome.

Howaver, although these measures are to be welcomed, | trust that the 800m minimum distance from housing is
based on some recognised parameter that is based on national guidelines, since this could be apen to challenge?
Also, | am assuming that the 25m height is to blade tip?

Certainly the impact of wind turbines on the visual environment is considerable in my area. It is also apparent that
inappropriately located smaller height wind turbines can have just as detrimental effect on the visual landscape as
larger constructions. | would like to see a specific reference about a visual impact assessment for small wind
turbines, since if 25m to blade tip is going to be a guideline used in the local plan, it should have the proviso wind
turbines less than 25m blade height can stili have a detrimental impact upon the landscape if sited in a prominent
location, therefore, smaller {in height} wind turbines may have to be sited so that they are screened from creating an
adverse visual impact. N.B.: | have noted a single wind turbine by a farm steading (Crossrigg, G.R. NY 14923
44870) on a back road to Westnewton, off the A596, which is, in my opinion, is a well sited, small wind turbine of an
ideal height so as not to cause any detrimental visual impact to the surrounding environment.

Likewise, noise assessments, though site specific and based on ambient levels, should also be supported by
guidelines used by Environmental Health. Again, | know that the residents in the houses at the edge of the village
of Bothel, closest to the Wharrels Hill turbine development, suffer from intrusive noise pollution under certain
weather conditions, usually at night. Therefore there should be scope for noise level measurements to take account
of the envisaged ‘25 year life’ span of wind turbines, aven if this may require a 12 month continuous monitoring
period in all weather conditions (if this is not already being undertaken).

| would like to see referenced or included in the final LP, that conflicts with other industries, the most notable being
tourism, should be highlighted as conflict of economic interest. Tourism as an industry, is more beneficial to the
local population than wind turbines, which are in direct conflict with the landscape in most instances. As a nation,
the increasing population, especially wilhin the conurbations, are resulting in increasing numbers of people wanting
to access the countryside. It is not only the honey pot areas of the L ake District and the Solway AONB that are
experiencing more visitors, but the peripheral areas of countryside, which in effect includes most of rural Cumbria.
The countryside is still very attractive in these areas and the views can be stunning, although increasingly marred by
the visual impact of wind turbines. In our area, which is outside the National Park, there are an increased number of
towed caravans, camper vehicles, motorbikes and cyclists visiting the countryside

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

= R i ! ! T -l = A

Comments and support noted. Clarity has been provided in relation to blade height as suggested.

No
Text has been added to provide clarity '(cver 25m to blade tip)'

Page 270 of 367




ep io: i 557 .- 20 'Cmpannyrga'a'nisatioln:.j Cumbria County Council - : Documem. §_P

_ : _ Name: Mr . Michael “Bamy . Poiley: 819 .

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This approach enables the careful consideration of the impact of proposals individually, and having regard to
cumulative effects and is supported which suggestions for amendments. '

Full Allerdale has been subject to increasing pressure to accommodate wind energy development over recent years.

Response:  Inappropriately sited development can create negative effects. It is therefore important that individual schemes are
subject to careful consideration.74. This policy highlights & range of considerations that regard should be given to
during the consideration of renewable energy schemes (which includes windfarms) The approach proposed enables
the careful consideration of theimpact of proposals individually, and having regard to cumulative effects, and it is
supported. However, within the non exhaustive list of the amenity effects that should be considered, either within the
poficy or in supporting paragraphs, it is suggested that recognition should be given to shadow flicker, this is
recognised within the Cumbria Wind Energy SPD.75. The County Council is currently working with partners,
including Aflerdaie BC, in the development of a study which will consider the cumulative landscape and visual
impacts of vertical infrastructure (e.g. wind turbines, pylons, telecoms, masts etc.) development upon the county.
This study may assist the future consideration of such proposals.

Changes:  Revise criteria a) i) to Policy $19 to state:Do not have an unacceptably adverse impact on the amenity of local
residents {such as air quality/emissions, noise, odour, water pollutions, shadow flicker);

Council's  Comments noted and wording change accepted.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action:

Wording changed as suggested.

Rep Ib: . 57[ e L. :CbmpaﬁyIOrgaﬁiéatioﬁ: .

.. - Document: LP

_ i ] T _B_Ia'rﬁe:“ Ms = Sheila i Pearson .- B pecicy. ] $19 -

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: ' Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: | wish to provide support for the Policy, especially the emphasis given to the impact of wind turbines, both singularly
and cumulatively, as a significant planning issue in relation to future development.

Full | wish to provide support for the Policy, especially the emphasis given to the impact of wind turbines, both singularly

Response:  and cumulatively, as a significant planning issue in relation to future development.
1. No more wind turbines. Enough is enough. Never mind set back distances. Never mind health issues. No more
wind turbines in Allerdale.
2. Set aside enough monies now to provide for decommissioning. Allerdale is the bast place in the worid to live.
Over the centuries eclectic groups of peaple have settled here, including the Romans and the Vikings. The resulting
population is the finest anywhere. They are honest, truthful, steadfast, careful and rarely cantankerous. They are
also happy and loving and family orientated. Allerdale beware! There is a gross imbalance in the allocation of
decisions, unfairly biased towards the Government's Green Policy. There is a danger that whole sectors of society
dismiss the other sectors. In other words, you, the planners, are seen by the people of Allerdale to be dismissive of
their ideas. This is just not fair to you or the people

Changes :

Council's Support'noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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Support/Object: SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Considers the policy to be consistent with national policy in part but has significant concerns with criteria

Policy §19 is prefaced by information from the UK Renewable Energy Strategy and the findings of the The Cumbria
Renewable Energy Capacity and Deployment Study (2011). The latter confirms that in Allerdale there is capacity
realistically to expand capacity by a further 80MW over the plan period, with the emphasis on micre-renewable
energy and commercial wind developments.The first part of draft Policy 819 is consistent with this evidence base
and paragraph 98 of the Framework, in that it seeks to positively encourage renewable energy and low carbon
developments where impacts area (or can be made) acceptable. This statement on its own is sound. However, the
policy then goes on to include criteria which are not wholly consistent with the provisions of the Framework. This is
particularly the case where noise {criterion a (i)) and heritage assets, (criterion a (iv})) are concerned. The final part
of the policy which refers to landscape, visual and environmental considerations is also unsatisfactory. Noise
Impacts {Criterion a{i)) With regard to noise, criterion a (1) states the Councit will take a positive view where
proposals do not have an unacceptably adverse impact on the amenity of local residents. The supporting text at
paragraph 220 then goes on to state:

-In order to address community concerns and in the interests of residential amenity and safety, a minimum
separation distance of BOOm between wind turbines (over 26m) and residential properties will be expected

-This minimum separation distance is wholly arbitrary and without justification: there are a number of schemes
alsewhere in the UK where turbines are located less than the specified 800 metres and which still enable a
satisfactory residential noise environment to be retained.The National Planning Policy Framework confirms at
Footnote 17 that, in assessing the likely impacts of potential wind energy developments, the decision maker should
foliow the approach set out in the National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (EN-3) (read in
conjunction with the over-arching National Policy Statement for Energy Infrastructure (EN-1}). The relevant test for
noise impact is confirmed within NPS EN-3 and the Companion Guide to Planning Policy Statement 22. These state
that proposals should be accompanied by a noise assessment which comply with ETSU-R-97, taking account of the
latest industry good practice. Where a wind farm is shown to comply with ETSU-R-87, the decision maker may give
little or no weight to potential adverse noise iImpacts from the aperation of turbines. Criterion a(i) and therefore
Policy 19 is fundamentally unsound as it is not consistent with national policy. REG suggest that the only remedy
available is deletion of the text within paragraph 220. Heritage Assets (Criterion a{iv)} Criterion a (iv) states the
Council will take a positive view where proposals, ‘do not have an unacceptably adverse impact on heritage assets
and their settings.

-The Framework sets out tests for assessing harm to heritage assets at paragraphs 132, 133 and 134. Paragraph
132 makes it clear that the primary consideration is the impact of a proposal on the significance of a designated
heritage asset. Where substantial harm or loss is caused to this significance, permission should typically be refused
unless it can be demonstrated that this substantial harm or loss Is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits
which outweigh the harm or loss of the asset or a range of exception criteria apply. Where less than substantial
harm would occur, the benefits of the proposal should be weighed in the balance against that harm. The focus in
national policy is therefore clearly on consideration of harm to the significance of the asset. Whilst the setting of a
heritage asset can contribute to the significance of an asset it is only one factor.Criterion (iv), and by extension, $19
is therefore unsound on the basis of its focus upon setting.

To make the policy sound, REG consider the last part of the criterion should be deleted, so it reads:| do not have
unacceptably adverse impact on heritage assets.

- Landscape, Visual and Environmental Impacts the final part of Policy $19 states:

- Renewable energy proposals are expected to provide supporting evidence including landscape, visual and
environmental assessments and to demonstrate that any negative impacts can be satisfactorily mitigated. ..

- This statement contradicts the first paragraph of Policy $19 and also paragraph 98 of the Framework, which
confirm renewable energy and low carbon development proposals will be approved where impacts (or can be made)
acceptable.In referring to a requirement for the satisfactory mitigation of any negative impacts, it sets an
unachievable bar for commercial scale wind energy proposals to pass. Such developments will always give rise to
significant landscape and visual impacts that some perceive fo be negative and which cannot be mitigated: such
impacts go with the territory and as much is accepted in NPS EN-3. The reasons for a higher test is not justified in
the policy and it will only serve to provide uncertainty for developers. The policy is therefore unsound of it being
unjustified and inconsistent with national policy.The final paragraph of Policy $19 should therefore he amended to
state:

- Renewable energy proposals are expected to provide supporting evidence including landscape, visual and
lenvironmental assessments and to demonstrate that residual impacts are acceptable...

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Policy has been amended to ensure that the policy follows the NPPF and is clear and consistent.

Partially accept
Amend policy accordingly.
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Name: Ms - Jenny i Hope . Policy: 5819 B

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggest amendments to policy

Full Development on land that has a peat layer greater than 50cm deep where water is currently used or is planned to

Response:  be used for drinking water supply is not acceptable. In general once a peat system has been disturbed, this tends to
precipitate a chain reaction of events that leads to loss of carbon, degradation of habitat, negative impacts on raw
water quality and alterations to the hydrological functions and services of the upper catchments of river systems.

Changes:  We would suggest the following additional text: 'The Council wil take a positive view where: a) Proposals (either in
isolation or cummulatively): v) do not involve land which is used for water catchment purposes in the borough and is
critical to the delivery of a water supply. Renewabie energy infrastructure, such as wind turbines will not be
acceptable on land which is used for water catchment purposes which contains deep peat.’

Council's  |tis considered that Policy $19 provides sufficient material to ensure than biodiversity and geodiversity appropriately

Response: considered in assessing renewable energy proposals. However, it is accepted that the Plan could provide further
emphasis to the issues highlighted. Accordingly Policy S2 (bullet 9) has been amended to ensure that soils, water
sources and water quality are protection.

Change:  partially accept

Action: Policy $2 (bullet 8) has been amended.

RepID: - 65/ ° 1 : _é:bmhényfbrgénisation:_ e o : i L . Document LP - z

_ ' - Name: Ms . Karen - Dawéon ' ] Policy: $19 0 b

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified:; Consistent:

Summary:  Considers the 800m setback distance is not effective

Full The 800m separation distance between wind turbines and residential properties quoted in policy ref $19/220 is

Response:  inadequate to protect residential amenity. Medium/Large turbines wouid have an overwhelming and oppressive
visual impact on the surrounding area. Their continual presence, and unremitting movement whenever the wind was
blowing, would have the potential to make life in some nearby properties intolerable.

Noise & health There is increasing worldwide evidence that low frequency noise from such large wind turbines can
seriously affect people's health at distances up to several km. Symptoms include sleep deprivation, stress, heart
disease, hypertension, depression, and anxiety. Groups reported to be particularly at risk include children and noise-
sensitive individuals of any age.

Changes:  The “B800m separation distance between wind turbines and residential properties quoted is inadequate to protect
residential amenity and we would suggest this is increased to 1500 or preferably 2000m for any medium to large
turbines.

Council's  Comments noted. The approach to setback distance is considered to be appropriate.
Response:

Change : No

Action:

No Further action required.
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RepiD: . 37( 63 Company/Organisation: : English Heritage .~ " Document: LP

Neme: Ms E - Hrybén Sl Poligy:' 52{_]_ I
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic envirenment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.NSIP will have an impact on the historic environment, which needs to be included within
this policy as a separate criterion. This pelicy would benefit from including a specific reference to the historic
environment.

Changes:  Additional criteria should read:
To minimise the harm to historic assets and to ensure that their significance is conserve and enhanced.

Council's  This additional criteria would not be appropriate.in Policy $20. Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects are
Response: submitted to the Planning Inspectorate Major Infrastructure Unit and determined by the Secretary of State.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
Rep ID: - 55 21 Company/Organisation: . Cumbria Cdnn'ty Couneil : ' . o Document:  LP
=3 - Name: Mr Mid’lael. Ba.r.ry R | Po_lic}lr: 520
SuppoﬁObje&: : SoundlUnsouﬁd: Sound Positively Prep.ared: Eﬂ‘ec‘tive:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Whilst the thrust of this policy is considered broadly appropriate; amendments to address somewhat minor
inaccuracies within the supporting paragraphs would enhance this element of the Plan.

Full West Cumbria is anticipated to become a location for more nationally significant infrastructure and the County

Response:  Council is fully engaged in processes around the developmenit of such proposals. Allerdale has proposed a policy
that sets out many considerations relevant to this process such as: the need for community consultation, the
importance of maximising socio-economic benefit associated with a development and the potential for the Borough
Council to undertake an impact report in this respect. Supporting text also highlights the value of working with
partners. 78. While the thrust of the policy is considered broadly appropriate; amendments to address somewhat
minor inaccuracies within the supporting paragraphs, would enhance this element of the Local Plan. 79. Policy
would benefit from making explicit reference to the fact that Allerdale Borough Council would provide feedback to
the consideration of NSIP schemes. 80. It is suggested that there needs to be recognition that consideration of the
impacts of a developments construction and decommissioning and not just its operation will need to be undertaken
when considering schemes.81. It is noted how Criteria d} to the policy refers to the construction phase, but the
principles of sustainable transport would also be applicable to the operation and potentially decommissioning
phases of the project.82. It is noted how Paragraph 226 states that 'the local plan does not have policy status for
NSIP decision making by the Secretary of State’. This is not strictly true. The advice in the overarching NPS states
that 'other matters which the IPC (now PINS) may consider important and relevant to its decision making may
include development plan docurnents or other documents in the LDF. In the event of a conflict the NPS prevails.'
Paragraph 226 also seems to contradict the positive statement made in paragraph 229.

Changes: In regard to Policy 520 it is suggested that a further objective in the policy along the following lines:

That the Council comments on the emerging proposals to minimise adverse impacts and maximise the benefits of
the project.

in criteria b), amend the end of the first sentence to read, ".... of the construction, operation or decommissioning of
the proposed development',

In criteria d), add the word "of after 'maximisation’ and after workers add 'during construction, operation and
decommissioning’.

Council's  Support noted. Accept changes to wording.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend wording as suggested.
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Rep ID: . 62f 1 - companyfo@aqiséiion: Nationa) Gnd - 2N Al Document: LP

CNeme: o Poliey “US20

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support the appracch taken in this policy

Full National Grid has identified the foilowing poilcy that will hav an influence over the implementation of the above

Response:  proposals: Policy $20: Nationally Significant |nfrastructure. National Grid advocates the approach taken in this
policy to engaging with the decision making process. If we can be of any assistance to you in providing informal
comments in confidence during your policy development, please do not hesitate to contact us. In additiona the
following publications are available from the National Grid website or by contacting us at the address overleaf: 1}
National Grids commitments when undertaking works in the UK - our stakeholder, community and amentiy policy.
2) A sense of place - design guidelines for development near high voltage overhead lines.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.

RepiD: 205/ 8 .- cémphnvfﬁfsa"i55i50ﬁ;_.35- Copeland Borough Counil ...

= D'oc::urﬁent‘:': X LP + 08

- Name: Mr ': -~ Chns g Hoban : : P.qli‘c'y: 320 -

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant; Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We note the inclusion of a policy relating to Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs). The clauses within
the policy seem logical, however it should be recognised that where the NSIP relates to a new nuclear power station
at Moorside most of the impacts, requirements and associated/ancillary developments will take place in Copeland.

Full We note the inclusion of & policy relating to Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSiPs). The clauses within

Response:  the policy seem logical, however it should be recognised that where the NSIP relates to a new nuclear power station
at Moorside most of the impacts, requirements and associated/ancillary developments will take place in Copeland.

Changes :

Council's  The Council recognises that Copeland will be the host authority for the new nuclear power station at Moorside and

Response: therefore will be subject to the majority of development impacts. Allerdale will centinue to work in partnership with
Copeland as appropriate.

Change : No

Action:

No action required.
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ep ID:_' 16;’ 8 Companlerganisatior_l:‘- Hoh'ué Builders Federation =~ - Document: P g

Name: Mr- M . - .. Good : pout P°7"FV=” 321
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is unsound as it is unjustified. The Council's own evidence on viability indicates viability issues across
the district under current market conditions.

Full The Council will be aware that paragraph 174 of the NPPF requires the cumutative impact of obligations and
Response:  standards upon development viability to be considered during plan making. The Councils own viability study
' indicates issues with viability across the district with some low value market areas being unviable. It is noted the
Council intend to produce an SPD on developer contributions to set out the formulae and charges applied to
development. Such charge setting must take account of the viability evidence as well as the cumulative impact of
policies.

Changes :

Councils  Noted. The Plan has been developed to take account of viability.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
Rep I‘D:V o 33[ : 7 " : CompanﬁlOrgan_iéétion: Stageooéch North Wues'_st e ' 4bocumén_t; LF‘
L Bl | .'. : .ﬂame': Mr N Winter‘. _Ey P':(_:licy: 82.1_}
Suppc;rtIObject: So;mdlUnsound:. Sound Positivelh’repared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  S21 Physical Infrastructure. Public transport should be a main heading rather than a bracketed after thought under
transport improvements. This suggests a very low priority which is not consistent with other statements.

Full $21 Physical Infrastructure. Public transport should be a main heading rather than a bracketed after thought under
Response:  transport improvements. This suggests a very low priority which is not consistent with other stalements.

Changes:  Adopt these points, suitably worded to ensure effective delivery

Council's  The suggested infrasiructure, facilities and services list in this policy is not exhaustive or ranked by priority. Itis
Response:  simply to illustrate the types of contribution developers may be expected to offer.
Change : No

Action: No action required.
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ep ID: 377764 - Cbmp'ahyiorg'a'nisati'qn':_n,‘ English He;itége : : Document: P

Name: Ms EV  Hyean . Peley Sz
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We fully endorse the inclusion of heritage assets on the list of infrastructure that can be
considered for developer contributions.

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

RepID: ' "43] 11 . CompanylOrganisation: : Susco (Sustainable Cockermouth . = Document: ' LP -

0 Name: Mr' M o Porter i - Policy: . 821 =
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO feel that the second paragraph in this box is insufficiently solid and binding in crucial areas. i only refers to
initial running costs of services and facilities. There must be an ongoing plan for adoption, maintenance and
ongoing running costs.

Full it is felt the second paragraph in this box is insufficiently solid and binding in crucial areas. It only refers to Initial

Response:  running costs of services and facilities. There must be an ongoing plan for adoption, maintenance and ongoing
running costs. As elsewhere the Council ignores the ongoing issues of aspects of various forms of development in
the Local Plan this makes it unsound. Without a confirmed commitment 1o the future, the future can be ignored by
those requesting to be involved in developments as it becomes not my problem’ The Council needs to ensure it
does not pick up costs in the future, by including binding on going commitments, particularly when it's income is
being reduced over the years.

Changes :

Council’s  Accept comment.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Amend this policy to include ongoing maintenance costs as well as initial running costs.
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op ID: 55! 22 c°mﬁaﬁf10rﬂanisaﬁ6n= Cumbna Couhinouncll : e Document: : LP o

Name: Mr. Michael = Bamy .- Policy: . 821: - -7 .
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The County Council welcome opportunities to engage in the development of these planning tools should they
progress such as providing some of the evidence required to underpin the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

Full Planning obligations (these are generally financial contributions to provide off site services or infrastructure required

Response: to mitigate the negative effects of development) have an important role in ensuring the suitability and sustainability
of new development.85. The County Council is presently progressing an important policy around planning
obligations and it is welcomed that the proposed Local Plan contains a policy that recognises the potential to seek
planning obligations for infrastructure that the County Council has responsibility for. 86. Policy also recognises the
potential to introduce a Community Infrastructure Levy and makes a commitment to prepare a Supplementary
Planning Document on Planning Obligations. The County Council will welcome oppartunities to engage in the
development of these planning tools should they progress such as providing some of the evidence required to
underpin the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

Rep ID.; o 56[ R s CthanyIOrganisation: ‘ Ramblers o e Document: 'LP-_ ""-" -

| Name: Mrs ' Pauine = Goodndge | Poliey .. 821

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support development contributions for extensions to pedestrian (and cycle) routes and the pedestrian network

Full Support development contributions for extensions to pedestrian (and cycle) routes and the pedestrian network
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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ep iD: 58{‘?.__1'4w”-\Irfthanyldrganis'at'.ibn.:f? “Story Homes = Document: LP

Name: ' o 8 o Policy: 821

Support’/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  The approach to producing an SPD and developer contributions is not acceptable and does not accord with the
NPPF. Consideration of developer contribution issues are fundamental to demonstrating the overall viability and
deliverability of the plan and, as such, must be set within the DPD and open to scrutiny.

Full The approach to producing an SPD and developer contributions is not acceptable and does not accord with the

Response: NPPF. Consideration of developer contribution issues are fundamental to demonstrating the overall viability and
deliverability of the plan and, as such, must be set within the DPD and open to scrutiny, In regard to the emerging
Local Plan, the establishment of developer contribution requirements to deliver infrastructure is fundamental io
assessing viability and delivery of the plan with the Council’s own Viability Study indicating issues with viability
across the District. This policy is therefore unsound as it is unjustified

Changes :

Council's  Noted. The SPD will be produced accordingly with the NPPF and with an appropriate level of consultation.
Response:
Change : No
Action: No action requirad.
RepID: 205/ ~ 9 . Company/Organisation: _ Copeiand Boroﬁgh Council “ - 7 . = _b_béument_: Lp :; - T
[ ' i o i Name: Mr . * Chris Hoban N .qulcyl: st

SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The approach towards developer contributions and the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) outlined in Policy 521
mirrors that of the Copeland Core Strategy. This is welcomed because it is important that such matters are
considered strategically at a larger

Full The approach towards developer contributions and the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) cutlined in Policy S21

Response:  mirrors that of the Copeland Core Strategy. This is welcomed because it is important that such matters are
considered strategically at a larger than district level. Close working by the two authorities when considering any CIL
charging and/or production of a Supplementary Planning Document would probably be beneficial when taking this
matter forward.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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T 9 . Com_pénylérgénisaﬁ;bn: " Network Radl - o : Document: 1P

Name: Ms. D_‘-_,;j Gk, oL T Policy: 822 5

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Believe that this policy should contain reference to potential impacts of new development upon railway safety,
efficiency and the implications of development near level crossings

§22 Transport Principles states that all new development should, (b) Ensure they can be accessed safely and that
they do not compromise the safety of any transport route, including railway lines. The Local Plan also states that, e)
Make provision for pedestrians and cyclists to be given the highest priority within town centres and new
developments, also, g) Protect and, where appropriate, enhance all designated pubic rights of way.

Allerdale Council have a statutory responsibility under planning legislation (Schedule 5 (fX(ii) of the Town & Country
Planning (Development Management Procedure) Order, 2010} to consult the statutory rail undertaker where a
proposal for development is likely to result in a material increase in the volume or a material change in the character
of traffic using a level crossing over a railway.

The Local Plan both seeks to protect the railway whilst at the same time making provision for pedestrians and
cyclists within new developments as well as protecting public rights of way. These policies may indeed clash where
a level crossing is concerned, and where a development might lead to a material increase in the type or volume of
traffic, especially if the level crossing itself is a public right of way or a bridle path. The Local Plan also states that it
will, Support improvements to the West Cumbria Coastal Railway service. Improvements to train services, including
increased frequency of services, reduced timescale of journey, may be impacted by developments that impact upon
a level crossing leading to, for example, increased barrier down time and blocking back across a crossing
effectively cancelling out improvements to services

In the first instance Network Rail would seek closure of a level crossing, and replacement with a suitable
footbridge/road bridge or diversionary route, where closure is not possible improvements would be required to
facilitate the safety and continued performance of the railway line. As Network Rail is a publicly funded organisation
with a regulated remit it would not be reasonable to require Network Rail to fund rail improvements necessitated by
third party commercial development. It is therefore appropriate to require developer contributions or CiL
contributions to fund such railway infrastructure improvements including those to level crossings. A sum of £1500-
£2000 per dwelling (in the case of a residential development) would be requested by Network Rail to facilitate
mitigation measures on level crossings. Where several proposals may provide a cumulative impact upon a level
crossing the council would be requested by Network Rail to receive a sum of £1500-£2000 per dwelling for each
development which could then be pooled to fund level crossing mitigation measures. The sum set down by Network
Rall is in line with respective sums obtained for works to mitigate highways issues as a result of a development or
developments.

Network Rail would request that the Allerdale Council Local Plan Part 1 in going forwards includes a specific policy
on level crossings.

(1) Proposals affecting level crossings will require consultation with Network Rail and approval of plans; (2)
Developers via S106 or CIL contributions provide funding for any enhancements and mitigation measures required
by Network Rail to ensure the safety, operation, performance and integrity of the railway are not impacted by
developments.

{3) Developments impacting level crossings will not proceed until full consultation and approval is obtained from
Network Rail.

(4} Network Rail requests that we are consulted at the pre-application stage by developers and councils to
determine the impact upon our level crossings of proposals and that agreement is reached as to mitigation
measures, including S106 / CIL funding, prior to planning permission being sort.

(5) Proposals should be accompanied by a Transport Assessment or Traffic Impact Assessment that includes
taking specific note of leve! crossings in the Allerdale Council area, in consultation the Network Rail Level Crossings
Team for input into the compilation of the Transport or Traffic Assessment prior to submission as part of the
planning application.

Network Rail would request that the Allerdale Council Local Plan Part 1 in geing forwards includes a specific policy
on level crossings.

(1} Proposals affecting level crossings will require consultation with Network Rail and approval of plans;

(2) Developers via $106 or CIL contributions provide funding for any enhancements and mitigation; measures
required by Network Rail to ensure the safety, operation, performance and integrity of the railway are not impacted
by developments.

(3) Developments impacting level crossings will not proceed until fult consultation and approval is obtained from
Network Rail.

(4) Network Rail requests that we are consulted at the pre-application stage by developers and councils to
determine the impact upon our level crossings of proposals and that agreement is reached as to mitigation
measures, including $106 / CIL funding, prior to planning permission being sori.

{5) Proposals should be accompanied by a Transport Assessment or Traffic Impact Assessment that includes
taking specific note of level crossings in the Allerdale Council area, in consultation the Network Rail Level Crossings
Team for input into the compilation of the Transport or Traffic Assessment prior to submission as part of the
planning application.
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Council's  Policy 522 Criteria b has been revised to include policy in relation to the issues highlighted. This will ensure that

Response: safety of level crossing is considered through the Development Management process and Site Allocations Process
(Allerdale Local Plan (Part2)). It is not considered appropriate to have a specific policy in the locai plan at a strategic
level.

Change : Partially accept
Action: Policy 522 has been revised to address the concerns raised in the representation.

Rep D: 381r ] 18 Companyfﬂrganisation Crosscanonby Parish Council t" Documem. LP
] ok g Name: Mrs C : Freeland e P°"°Y' 52?

Support‘Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes ’ Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  States that improved bus services are required to support sustainable communities.

Full Page 101 - Sustainable Communities Infrastructure. This requires not only bus and rail integration but improved bus
Response:  services from villages, including evenings, to allow villagers the use of Maryport as a Key Service Centre.

Changes :

Council's  Comments noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep 1D: e 43] 12'i"__C_QfﬁP?ﬁYergﬂﬂisf!_ﬁP{l=_ Susoo (Sustamabie Cockermeuth : Document. LP_ .‘:’.
e e S i - M Porler - POllcy' 522
Suppoﬂldbiect: SoundIUnsound:‘ . Positively Prepaﬂ.ad: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO believe that transport policy requires clarification and further emphasis.

Full Please see end document for details in relation to links between the proposed plan and other policy documentation.

Response:  Although the document was written in particutar reference to the proposed Strawberry How development in
Cockermouth, the concerns can be applied across the board. In reference to specific points in the Local Plan:-
Under Transport Principles Point C the reference to 'reliable time' is inappropriate. | could reliably take an hour to
travel from Cockermouth to Keswick, every time | went, but this would not be deemed accepiable given it is a trunk
road and | could cycle it in less than an hour! This section needs to relate fo acceptable time limits and for those to
be defined in some format e.g. average mph for varying areas {e.g. central urban outer urban rural ete.) and types of
road. It was felt paints E and G were critical to the consideration of transport issues, as is in 236 the issue of the
principle of reducing the adverse impacts of travel, given the Borough has many small towns and rural settlements
where potential traffic increases could be very damaging to those communities. We also support the principle of 237
of encouraging people who have cars to use them less often. Our concern though, arises from the Local Plan's lack
of any viability study in relation to public transport being provided to assist with this and the previously stated aims of
the plan to get people to use more public transport. If for some reason public transport providers do not deem to
financially viable to increase provision, then this undermines the plan. The Council needs to ensure that any future
developments include such and have evidence and commitments that public transport is a viable option for
developments of any kind.

Changes :

T 3 R T

Council's  Comments noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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ep ID: <'55|’ " ex companyldfganisaﬁoh: * Cumbria County Council . Document: P i

Name: Mr . Michael - Barry . = Ll P°’i_‘f"-‘F. 322

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Qverall it is considered that the Allerdate Local Plan (Part 1) has been satisfactorily amended to reflect the Highway
and Transportation concerns raised during previous consultation with respect to the Local Plan. Nevertheless, to
enhance this aspect of

Overall it is considered that the Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) has been saiisfactorily amended to reflect the Highway
and Transportation concerns raised during previous consultation with respect to the Local Plan. Nevertheless, to
enhance this aspect of the policy a number of further changes are suggested. These are discussed below: Policy
522 point e) it is recommended that the importance of providing adequate linkages for pedestrians, cyclists and
public fransport should be further emphasised within the policy. Policy $22 point f} in addition to the National
Guidance, the local Highway Authority has and will be issuing its own guidance on Transport Assessments and
Travel Plans relevant to Cumbria and applicable to any development which could impact on the tocal highway
network. Policy S22 Point g) in addition to protecting and enhancing existing PRoW, opportunities for the creaton of
new PRoW routes should also be included. Paragraph 237 The emphasis should be on the promotion of alternative
modes of travel and encouraging communities to be pro-active in developing alternative transport solutions. There is
a range of ways that people can travel in addition to scheduled buses, trains, walking and cycling. Scheduled bus
services in the main are provided commercially without direct support from CCC. CCC also supports a range of
other passenger transport options, including Rural Wheels, Village and Community Wheels, voluntary car schemes
and community bus schemes. Most of these schemes will rely on volunteers from the community. In receiving
financial contributions from new developments, these can provide assistance to procure scheduled bus services, but
other transport schemes rely on volunteer involvement. Paragraph 242 significant emphasis is given fo the
detrimental impact associated with providing too many car parking spaces. However no mention is given to the
issues created when there are too few, such as road safety issues as a result of indiscriminate parking, detrimental
impact of streetscape, loss of green/garden spaces, etc. It is therefore recommended that recognition of the
negative affects of too few spaces be recognised within the text supporting this policy.

To enhance the policy, the following recommendations are proposed: Within Policy S22 criteria e) itis
recommended that the policy be amended to state the following: Make provision for pedestrians and cyclists to be
given the highest priority within town centres and new developments as well as ensuring adequate links for
pedestrians and cydlists between new developments, town centres and public transport nodes and interchanges
where appropriate.

Within Policy S22 criteria f), it is recommended that the policy be amended to state the following: Where necessary
be accompanied by Transport Assessments/Travel Plans In accordance with national and local guidance.

Within Policy S22 criteria g), it is recommended that the policy be amended to state the following: Protect and,
where appropriate, enhance all designated public rights of way or create new public rights of way routes. 89. Within
Paragraph. 237 it is suggested that the 2nd sentence be reworded as follows: Opportunities for sustainable
transport choices are more limited in rural arsas and it is important to promote sustainable travel options and
encourage community-led ownership of transport schemes where existing public transport is limited or unavailable,
in order to facilitate modal shift, moving people and journeys from private cars onto public transport. Travel Plans
produced for new developments will be a key tool in achieving this. 90. Paragraph 242 It is therefore suggested that
the following sentence be inserted before the last: However, providing too few parking spaces can result in
indiscriminate parking occurring to the detriment of road safety and have a negative impact of the overall
streetscape including the loss of gardens and other green spaces.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

s = P SR AR RS

Accept changes to policy wording as suggested.

Yes
Amend policy wording as suggested.
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B g . Policy: . §22

Support/Object: Cbject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: ~ Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: It is consider this policy contains terms which are ambiguous and require clarification.

Full The policy refers to new development being located in areas which help reduce journey times. It is considered the

Response:  reference to ‘reduce’ Is unclear against what you would be comparing to ascertain it is a reduction. it is considered
that this should be amended to refer to new development being located in areas which do not have
significant/adverse impacts on journey times. This would. align it with the wording in the National Planning Policy
Framework. Criterion G uses the wording ‘reliable time’. This is considered to be ambiguous and makes no
qualification as to what would be considered reliable. This needs to be qualified in the policy.In regard to evidence
base documentation relating to highway matters, | append to this letter a letter from I-Transport who raise specific
comments in relation to the Cockermouth LDF Transport Study Modelling Results {January 2012). These comments
need to be considered in relation to that Modelling Study and any reliance upon it in regard to supporting the Pre-
Submission Plan.

Changes :

Councils  Comments are noted. A key objective of spatial planning is to ensure that jobs, housing, shopping, leisure facilities

Response:  and services are accessible by sustainable transport methods. Reducing journey times and lengths is key to
achiving this aim. The wording of the policy has been developed in partnership with community and stakeholder and
the therefore Council consider the word to be appropriate.

Change : No

Action:

No action required.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes

Believe that this policy should contain reference to potential impacts of new development upon railway safety,
efficiency and the implications of development near level crossings

The Local Plan states as follows:S23 Supporting and Safeguarding Strategic Infrastructure d) Seek improvements to
the West Cumbrian Coastal Railway service and encourage greater movement of freight via railway;In response to
the above sections we have the following comments.

(1) Level Crossings owned and operated by Network Rail within the Allerdale Councii Area

Included as attachments to this response is a location map of the level crossings within the Allerdale Council area,
as well as a spreadsheet containing a list of the level crossings and their locations (for convenience and accuracy
this is under eastings and northings).

Councils are urged to take the view that level crossings can be impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:

By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing
By the cumulative effect of developments added over time;

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the level crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential) where road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a result of diverted traffic or of a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains at a level crossing, e.g. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning slgns
By any developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minors in numbers may be using the level crossing

By any development that alters a primarily agricultural use level crossing to residential usage (e.g. from use by a
farmer to proposed use by a residential development.

As a result of increased patronage over crossings, Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as
linespeed reductions, crossing upgrades and occasionally diversion. This would have severe consequences for the
timetabling of trains and would also effectively frustrate any future train service improvements. in addition, safety
issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the crossings.

Network Rail would request that the Allerdale Council Local Plan Part 1 in going forwards includes a specific policy
on level crossings.

(1) Proposals affecting level crossings will require consultation with Network Rail and approval of plans

{2) Developers via $106 or CIL contributions provide funding for any enhancements and mitigation measures
required by Network Rail to ensure the safety, operation, performance and integrity of the railway are not impacted
by developments.

{3) Developments impacting level crossings will not proceed until full consultation and approval is obtained from
Network Rail.

{4) Network Rail requests that we are consulted at the pre-application stage by developers and councils to
determine the impact upon our level crossings of proposals and that agreement is reached as to mitigation
measures, including $106 / CIL funding, prior to planning permission being sort.

{5) Proposals should be accompanied by a Transport Assessment or Traffic Impact Assessment that includes
taking specific note of level crossings in the Allerdale Council area, in consultation the Network Rail Level Crossings
Team for input into the compilation of the Transport or Traffic Assessment prior to submission as part of the
planning application.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Policy $22 Criteria b has been revised to include policy in relation 1o the issues highlighted. This will ensure that
safety of level crossing Is considered through the Development Management process and Site Allocations Process
{Allerdale Local Plan {Part2)). It is not considered appropriate to have a specific policy in the local plan at a strategic
level.

Partially accept

Policy $22 has been revised to address the concerns raised in the representation.
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Rep iD: © 197 '8 ﬂ-'com;':anybrga'ﬁiéation:  Associated British Ports - Portof  * Document: LP &

CNmmer . v Lo oo Pobey 0828 il oY
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  ABP supports this policy and considers that it represents sound infrastructure planning and is therefore an effective
policy.
Fuil Policy $23 seeks to safeguard strategic infrastructure in Allerdale and support its development and improvement. It
Response:  identifies the Port of Silloth as Strategic Infrastructure and aims to protect and enhance the Port. ABP supports this
policy and considers that it represents sound infrastructure planning and is therefore an effective policy. As
identified above, the Port of Silloth is a vital piece of infrastructure in Allerdale and the wider area. In particular, it is
an importance piece of infrastructure for a number of businesses and industries in the area, including Carr's Flour
Mill, Prime Molasses and the agricuttural industry; all who depend on the Port for import and export of goods. The
protection of the Port and support for its continued operation and growth would therefore ensure that this vital
resource is protected for these businesses and industries, allowing them to grow and flourish.,
Changes :
Council's  Support noted.
Response:
Change : N/A
Action:

No action required.

Page 285 of 367




epID: - 55/ .24 - CompanylOrganisation: Cumbria County Councl - . Document: LP ..

Name: Mr .. ﬁiéhae! - Barry - : A x 823 1.l

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compiliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

This policy sets out a framework to support and safeguard the strategic infrastructure for the Borough. Nevertheless,
the policy would benefit in specifying the individual areas of infrastructure, and clearly state that, together with
economic development development they will contribute to the creation of sustainable communities.

The County Council has endeavoured to provide the most up to information around Council managed services and
infrastructure relevant to the plan. 92. It is considered that this policy sets out a framework to support and safeguard
the strategic infrastructure for the Borough. Nevertheless, the policy would benefit in specifying the individual areas
of infrastructure, and clearly state that, together with economic development they will contribute to the creation of
sustainable communities. 93. Apart from this policy, it is considered that the evidence around education contained in
the supporting Strategy for Infrastructure would benefit from being updated, as it does not reflect the most up to date
position further information has been provided to the Borough Council with respect to this. 94. There is also a
requirement to update Table 7 within the Strategy for Infrastructureto recognise the need for additional schools
places and the importance of developer contributions in delivering these as per the information provided by the
County Council to assist with the preparation of this evidence. We do note that the need for additional school places
is identified elsewhere within the Strategy. 95. Recognition should be given to the potential of developer
contributions in assisting with the delivery of specialist housing accommodation given the reducing availability of
Government money to fund such accommodation. 96. With respect to highways paragraph 3.3 of the Strategy for
Infrastructure does not paint an accurate picture as assessment of the highway network did not give consideration to
the capacity of junctions as suggested within the text. 97. With respect to Paragraph 3.5 of the Sirategy for
Infrastructure it should be noted that while figure 3.3 illustrates the distribution of bus routes and stops, there is a
wide variation in service frequencies which will need detailed consideration. 98. When Allerdale Borough Council
identifies its preferred development sites at the subsequent site allocation stage of the Local Plan {Part 2), a more in
depth understanding of the main infrastructure issues and requirements will be needed moving forward. Cumbria
County Council will continue to assistAllerdale Borough Council in the preparation of this important area of work.

In criteria g} of policy S23, after improvement it is suggested that Allerdale Borough Council add ({transport, health,
education and utilities) and after economic growth add and sustainable communities

100. Paragraph 3.3 of the Strategy for Infrastructure should be revised to state: According to the assessment none
of the highway links in Allerdale have experienced stress above 0.90 {or 90% capacity). While this suggests

that there is sufficient capacity in the highway network, it should be noted consideration was not given to the
capacity of junctions and non highway routes. Therefore the assessment is unlikely to highlight localised highway
issues that may exist.

101. Paragraph 5.14 of the Strategy for Infrastructure should be revised to state: There are no critical shortages in
elderly care provision, although thetransition from residential care to more exira care housing will result in shortterm
capacity issues. It is anticipated that some extra care housing schemes on appropriate sites may be delivered
supported directly by CCC themselves with potentially funded potential funding through a range of means including
capital budget, developer contributions, government funding, any contributions the Borough Council may seek to
provide and the remained remainder by private developers .

102. Table 7 of the Strategy for Infrastructure should be revised to include Primary and Secondary Education. 103.
Table 7 of the Strategy for Infrastructure should be revised to include Elderly Needs Housing. 104. The information
in tables 3-9, 3-10, 3-13 and 3-14 does not reflect the latest information. It is recommended that this should be
suitably updated. 105. Table 3-20 Provision of Elderly Care figs and Table 3-21 Capacity ievel of Elderly Care
Establishments reflect 2010 data and also include non elderly care establishments this data would benefit from an
update from Cumbria County Council. Also, if information detailed in paragraphs 3.41, 3.42 and 3.43 is similarly
based on 2010 data then these areas would benefit from further updated information from Cumbria County Council.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

e o L e i o o = C N S

Comments noted and changes accepted as requested.

Yes
Changes made as suggested.
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Rep 1D: 841 7. C&mpanyi‘prganisation“:"_ _UrﬁfedUﬁﬁﬂes . ‘?;' :.4 " Pocument: Lp

Neme: Ms  Jenny . Hope “Policy: i : s23

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggest amendments to policy

Full We welcome the existing level of support for the development of strategic infrastructure which is much needed to

Response:  support the Council's growth aspirations; however we suggest the following additional wording which will reflect the
strategic importance of the water supply proposals and assist in the delivery of necessary works.

Changes: We suggest the following additional wording which will reflect the strategic imporiance of the water supply proposals
and assisl in the delivery of necessary works:'The Council will:i} Support proposals to secure future drinking water
supplies for West Cumbria.Justification: To support the anticipated works that will be necessary to safequard and
deliver a reliable water supply to accommodate both existing and potential new customers as part of the Council's
housing growth plans.’

Council's  Accept suggestion for additional wording.
Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Amend policy to include suggested word additions.
RepiD: = 2/.-3 - Company/Organisation: - Friends of the Lake District :' " Document: (P :

. b B " Name: Dr B — Wilshaw e Pblicy: ‘324‘ 1

Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Friends of the Lake District supports Policy S24 on Green Infrastructure as it seeks to promote the resilience of
ecosystem services in the district which will create a more sustainable environment.

Full Friends of the Lake District supports the proposed policy on Green Infrastructure as it seeks to promote the

Response: resilience of ecosystem services in the district which will create a more sustainable environment.

Changes :

Council’s  Support noted.
Responsea:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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Support/Object: Support

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Fult
Response:

Changes :

The Naticnat Planning Policy framework acknowledges the importance of Green Infrastructure during the
development of sustainable communities. Policy $24 details the approach to the delivery of Green Infrastructure

and is considered to he robust.

The National Planning Policy framework acknowledges the importance of Green Infrastructure during the
development of sustainable communities.Policy $24 details the approach to the delivery of Green Infrastructure and

is considered to be robust.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Support/Object: Support

Support noted.

N/A
No action required.

Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Helps pedestrian links between settlements
Full Helps pedestrian links between settlements
Response:
Changes :

| I X e DS

Council's  Support noted.
Response:
Change : N/A
Action:

No action required.
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éﬁ.lb: 64{ 8 ‘Ccmpanylé'rg'anis‘a‘t‘i'oa:', United Utrhnes : Document: LP

Name: Ms - Jenny Hope N Poln:y. S24
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Posutlvely Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggest amendments to policy

Full United Utilities supports the principles within this policy, however seeks additional text within the following bullet

Response:  point: Promote improvements in air, water and soil quality and more sustainable drainage and flood mitigation
solutions. The use of SuDS will be required as part of new housing developments unless the applicant can
demonstrate that they are not practicable. Applicants must demonstrate how surface water run-off will be addressed
without having any detrimental impact on existing sewer infrastructure. Justification: SuDS can not only reduce the
risk of surface water fleoding, but also contribute to water quality improvements and biodiversity enhancements.

Changes:  Seek additional text within the following bullet point: Promote improvements in air, water and soil quality and more
sustainable drainage and flood mitigation solutions. The use of SuDS will be required as part of new housing
developments uniess the applicant can demonstrate that they are not practicable. Applicants must demonstrate how
surface water run-off will be addressed without having any detrimental impact on existing sewer
infrastructure.Justification: SuDS can not only reduce the risk of surface water flooding, but also contribute to water
quallty |mprovements and btodwersnty enhancements

Council's |t is the Council's intention is that this pohcy summarises the key ways in which Green Infrastructure can provide

Response:  benefit and contribute to sustainable communities. The Council sets out the detailed requirements for SuDS in
policy $24 (Green Infrastructure).

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepiD: 16/ 9  CompanylOrganisation: : Home Bullders Federation : - = Document' TR gs
- e LR Name: Mr - M ' Good i Policr : 525
SupportIObj;;t: Objéct | SoundIUnsoﬁnd: Unsound Posit;vely Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is unsound as it is unjustified. The Council’s own evidence on viability indicates viability issues across
the district under current market conditions.

Full The Council will be aware that paragraph 174 of the NPPF requires the cumulative impact of obligations and

Response:  standards upon development viability to be considered during plan making. As discussed previously against Policies
S8 and 521 the Councils own viability assessment indicates substantial viability issues across the district. The
impact of the affordable housing requirement alone will render much development unviable. The cumulative impact
of this policy in combination with others could seriously jeopardise delivery of the housing need within Allerdale. The
Council will also be aware that such a policy requiring contributions towards open space is contrary to CIL which is
meant to be the only fool for collecting cumulative impact on types of infrastructure.
It is also worth re-iterating reliance on site-specific {or open-book) assessments of viability as the default remedy for
unsustainable policies and undeliverable plans is no longer an acceptable approach. It is incumbent on the Council
to demonstrate that its policies are achievable and that they do not jeopardise viability in the first five years. It is not
the responsibility of the applicant to demonstrate that a policy cannot be achieved. Plan policies should be
achievable in the majority of cases, with open-book assessments reserved for a minority of special cases.

Changes: [ is recommended that the policy be re-written taking account of the Council's own viability study. If the Council
wishes to provide for open space sports and recreation space then the CIL provides the most appropriate
mechanism for raising the funds for doing s0. Requiring that all major developments make a contribution could be
contrary to the CIL Regulatlons

Council's  Noted. The Plan has been developed to take account of v:abmty Open space is an important aspect of future

Response: development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy $25 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.

The Council is confident that policies are achievable and that they do not jeopardise viability across the Plan Period
and especially in the first five years. Planning abligations (including $106) remain an appropriate mechanism to
deliver open space. Policy states that Itis the Council's intention to introduce a Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
where it is satisfied that it can be done without compromising development viability.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Page 289 of 367



ep ID: 30;‘"' 1 Corﬁpaﬁflbrganisatibﬁ:_, lm —— Document LP - S

Name: Mr C Lasper = - . . Flolicy: . 325

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Objects to the policy as it does not specifically outline special protections already in place on specific areas of public
open space, specifically The Green at Limetree Crescent and the War Memorial Gardens

For the immediacy of your reference | enclose a photocopy of your letter to me of 20th December 2011. The above
might be part of the consultation to which your third paragraph refers BUT:

Amongst the few maps included in the above there is none referable to the Green (i.e. at Limetree Crescent); in the
text of the above | have found nothing other than the $25 Policy that appears to have any reference to the Green.
However, ‘open space’ is undefined and the §25 Policy would be inconsistent with the Green's status as a
registered green (VG 138 of 1st October 2009 and see Regulation 4(1) of 2007/456; about % of an acre); the
exclusive public right to indulge there in ‘lawful sports and pastimes’ {ie, of any and all kinds as members of the
public see fit) puts the Green outside the planning contro! principles contemplated by $25 (Development proposal
that will result ...., outweigh the loss)

In any case, the public statement of this area’s planning principles ought to make it plain to any and all that any
development of the Green is note solely, hardly even primarily, a matter for the planning authority.

Consequently, | object to the above Plan. Your Council's Guidance Note is largely unintelligible: for instance, | have
no view {an shall not occupy my time framing any) either on ‘legal compliance’ or on ‘consistency with national
policy’. My case is that the above Plan’s apparent treatment of the Green as an ‘open space’ within $25 (a) conflicts
with the public right (above) established under section 10 of the Commons Registration Act 1965, and (b) is
inexpedient in failing to give the public notice of the Green's special legal status (as above). The Plan ought to
refer, specifically, to the Green and to record its registered green status and the public right to indulge there in any
and all lawful sports and pastimes.

As an entirely separate matter, | refer you to the War Memorial Gardens (in Cockermouth), i.e, open space that lies
on the north bank of the Derwent and to the west of the footpath that runs north from the Harris Bridge. The
Garden’s freehold is held by Cockermouth Town Council under section 10 of the Open Spaces Act 1906 | am sure
that Mrs Brown will be willing to confirm this to you as she did in her letter to me of 29th June 2012 and,
consequently, upon exclusive, trust for the public (i.e for their enjoyment as an open space within the meaning of
that Act). $25 is inconsistent with that trust and | object to the above Plan accordingly. The Plan ought to refer,
specifically, to the War Memorial Gardens and to record the trust for public enjoyment under section 10.

Considers that specific protections already in place should be explicitly reference within the Plan

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

It is considered this response relates mainly to a specific site and not the soundness of the policy or Plan. Legal
protections in already in place to protect specific areas of land will not be affected by the policies within this Plan.
This policy sets out the Council's strategic approach to the provision and improvement of public open space and
does not deal specifically with individual sites which will be identified through the evidence base. The Allerdale
Local Plan (Part 2): Site Allocations process will further identify and protect areas of public open space of value.

No
No action required.
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p_ib: _37 ] . 65: compahylorgqpisaﬂon:l En'glisii'ﬂéﬁtagé' o

e T Name: Ms  E i’ Hyean 7 . Poliay 1 825.0
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Fuli The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. This policy makes specific reference to designated parks and gardens. Any aspects such
as these needs to have a proper assessment and be identified in the spatial descriptions and area portraits. This will
be in accordance with the NPPF. However, it is a littte generic and there has been no assessment of any within the
district and area descriptions earlier-on in the Plan. The policy would benefit from referencing designated parks and
gardens as part of the green infrastructure. However, anything specific should be addressed through the histaric
environment policy.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of historic parks and gardens and an assessment be made of
their character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  Comments noted, however, the Local Plan evidence base is considered to be the best location for this detail.
Response: :

Change : No

Action: No action required.
Rep ID: ©. 43/ . 13 - Ct_!l:l‘lpanlergal.wisatiqrn: Susco (Suéta::nable éoékermouth . " Document: P ..ty
Suppcr-tIObject: - . ‘ SounaIUr;s;ound: 4 Po.siti;.rely Preparéd: Effective: .
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO support the commitment to protect the provision of informal sport and recreation facilities and open spaces,
but are concerned about the loss of locally important sites 10 development.

Full We support the commitment to protect the provision of informal sport and recreation facilities and open spaces. We

Response:  feel these are the most vulnerable areas in terms of developers wanting to build of land that is important to the
community, yet may appear as insignificant to themselves, or to others who live in the particular area. This is of
particutar concem with open land on the outer edges of setllements, where it is easy to see current boundaries
creeping outwards bit by bit each seeming small but creating a big overall impact over time.

Changes :

Council's  This policy adopts an evidenced base approach in which the Open Space, Sports and Recreation Strategy will

Response: inform the application of policy. Areas of vatuable open space, sports and recreation space will be identified and
protected. Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2}: Site Allocations will identify, designate and protect land used for open
space, sport and recreational purposes.

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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Seﬂ'm-:“-'" 86/ - 3 " CompanylOrgansation: Ramblers . -~ - Dmumem P

. : Name: Mrs® Pauline . Goodridge =~~~ Poliey: . 826 ©
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Supports promotion of opportunities to enjoy outdoor recreational activities and the countryside

Fult Promote opportunities to enjoy outdoor recreational activities and the countryside
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
Rep ID: . 587 ;18- Qo_r_npanyIOrganisa_tiori:' " Story Homes o e D“““i-e“_t,‘ LP . | : S
S ; ot i " Policy: 826 0.
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary: It is not considered this policy is justified given viability issues.
Full The same points arise in relation to this policy approach being unjustified given the viability issues across the

Response:  District under current market conditions.

Changes :

Council's  Noted. The Plan has been developed to take account of viability. Open space is an important aspect of future

Response: development that can have a major impact on quality of life, however, the Council Is mindful of viability and therefore
Policy $25 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.

The Council is confident that palicies are achievable and that they do not jeopardise viability across the Plan Period
and especially in the first five years.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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epiD: . 207 '_1 - CompanylOrganisation: _TheThéatfes Tust © Document: {P Tl

" Name: . Ms R - 'F'reeman Po!icy: 32{? 5
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent;

Summary:  We support the document because Policy 526 (Community and Rural Services) will protect existing cultural facilities
to reflect Objective SO5c.

Full Woe support the document because Policy 526 (Community and Rural Services) will protect existing cultural facilities
Respense:  to reflect Objective SO5c. We have not indicated whether we consider the document to be sound or legally
compliant as the Inspector is the best judge for these items.

Your town centre theatres are important because they don’t just touch the people who work there and the people
who attend events, they affect all those who provide their services - the restaurants, local pubs, programme printers,
caterers, costumiers and taxis etc. Theatres are a vital part of the community and provide a beacon of vitality for
your evening economy and, unless they are supported, your town centres will just be places for supermarkets,
coffee shops, bookmakers, banks and takeaways,

Changes: Woe are pleased that this new policy (S26) itemises theatres as an example of a community facility, but suggest that
a more succinct description for the term could be community facilities provide for the health and wellbeing, social,
educational, spiritual, recreational, leisure and cultural needs of the community. This would obviate the need to
provide examples, although we are happy for the word ‘theatre’ to be retained in this section.

Ceuncil's  Support noted.

Response:

Change:  partig|

Action: No action required.

RepID: 37/ .°66 ~ CompanylOrganisation: ‘ English Hentege /. .~ = . ° Document LP - . .
eI i Namer Ms B Hycan o, o Polioy: 826
SuppoﬂObjed: l SﬁundlUnsound: lPositiverPrepared:. | .Ei.‘.fective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We support reference to the historic environment when considering new community
facilities. The wording should be amended to conserve and enhance heritage assets. (NPPF)

Changes:  Respect and enhance shouid be replaced with conserve and enhance.

[ =

Council's  Accepted.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Change made as suggested
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RepiD: .- 55/ ' 26 ~ Company/Organisation: Cumbria County Counail = =~ Doédmen't:‘_' L'P'

CCpi T Name: Mr . Michael | Bamy o ... Polloys & 826
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
l.egally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Policy is supported

Full Paragraph 25 of the NPPF makes clear the importance of plans promoting the retention and development of local
Response:  services and community facilities.108. The approach set out within this policy, whereby there is a commitment
to protect and encourage the delivery of new rural services is considered appropriate.109. Moreover, the clear
policy about when loss of an existing community facility would be considered appropriate is also considered
acceptable,

Changes :

Council’'s  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
7. Document: - LP " -

Rep '!P_: . 6[ 7 o _¢qmpény10r§anisatibn: 4 FH_ends cf-?{ural C_i.lmbrié'é Eﬁvir

: Na_iné'; Mis 8- Hemsiey—Rdée”g"hf‘": T 82 s

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary: FORCE support Policy 527.

Full Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Environment welcome the protection for historic assets ‘and their settings.! Qur

Response:  members appreciate that, in relation to any proposed development, these assets ‘and their settings will be
conserved and enhanced in a manner appropriate to their intrinsic historic value and significance, their importance
to local character, distinctiveness and sense of place, and to other social, cultural, economic or environmental
benefits/values.'We note the content of paragraph 268 which affords protection to areas outside designated sites
‘where there is evidence of their value or significance to the local community, and a lack of sufficient public benefit
to outweigh any loss to them.” This accords well with ambition to promote the tourist economy outlined elsewhere in
the Plan and with the present Government’s Localism Policy.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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ep ID: 377 67 CompanylOrganisation: English Héritage . i Document: 1P

Name: Ms. . E - Hrycan - Policy: 527 . -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Although reference to the term ‘historic environment’ is mentioned here. There is no assessment of the contribution
it makes to the character of the Borough. A requirement of the NPPF,

Fuli Although reference to the term ‘historic environment’ is mentioned here. There is no assessment of the contribution
Response: it makes to the character of the Borough. A reguirement of the NPPF.

Changes: The Plan shouid be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Allerdale and an assessment be
made of their character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  The Plan would benefit from the changes suggested, and the spatial portrait, area based introductions as well as
Response: Policy S27 introduction have been updated as appropriate, and as discussed with English Heritage.

Change:  paially Accepted

Action: Introduction to Policy $27 revised as appropriate.

Rep 1D; 37 i 68 _Corhpanylprganisa;ion: En"gl:sh Hentage 1 : Doctirr_léht: LP f;:“ by

L Name: Ms £ . Hrycan - - Polieys | 827 ]
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome a list of the assets in the area. However, it appears to be incorrect {which is due to a lack of evidence
base on the historic environment),

Full We welcome a list of the assets in the area. However, it appears to be incorrect (which is due to a lack of evidence
Response: base on the historic environment), notable:

Allerdale does not have any registered battlefields.

Allerdale only has one WHS not more than one as indicated here.When referring to assets in the list the number
and type should be inserted given this a very specific policy. Alsg, a better description of them would be useful in
this section to show what and how it contributes to the character and special qualities of Allerdale. The Plan does
not go far enough.

Changes :  This paragraph should be amended to accurately detail the historic assets in Allerdale. This will help inform any
assessments to be made of their character and the contribution it makes to the area.

Council's  The changes to the introduction are broadly accepted.
Response:

Change:  Accepted

Action: The introduction has been updated accordingly.
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ep 1D: 374 60 I'Company'IOrgarﬁ'satlerr Englrsh Herltage v PG e ' Documer;!: LP g

Name: Ms - E .= H'rycan' _ LRl o

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

This policy provides little guidance on development that affects archaeological assets. Reference should be made to
the NPPF, when rewording this policy.

We consider this policy to be unsound for the following reasons. Although this helps to meet the requirements of the
NPPF it does not go far encugh. Specific references to Allerdale would be preferable here. This would benefit from
the inclusion of undesignated rather than valuable. We consider all heritage assets to have some value This
provides little guidance on development that affects archaeoiogical assets. Reference should be made to the NPPF,
when rewording this policy.

This would benefit from an amendment, which would set out explicitly the intervention for development proposals,
setting out the different assets in the area as outlined in NPPF paragraph 132.

Delete this paragraph given the amendment suggested for point e) above. The paragraph would benefit from the
inclusion of references to specific intentions/projects or important heritage assets in the Borough rather than just
conservation areas. For example Conservation Area Appraisals and Management PlansHeritage at Risk Projects
Conservation Areas at Risk World Heritage Site Parks and Gardens.

We welcome the intention to identify local heritage assets.

Include references to the Plan area in this paragraph.Insert undesignated in the text. This should be amended to
read: Development, which would result in harm to the significance of a Scheduled Monument or other nationally
important archaeoclogical site, will not be permitted.The preservation of other archaeclogical sites will be an
important consideration. When development affecting such sites is acceptable in principle, the Council will seek to
ensure mitigation of damage through preservation of the remains in situ as a preferred solution. When in situ
preservation is not justified, the developer will be required to make adequate provision for excavation and recording
before or during development. This should be amended to read: When considering the impact of any development
proposal on a designated heritage asset, the presumptlion will be given to it conservation of their significance and
their settings to be preserved or enhanced. The loss of any significance should be minimised, and will be permitted
only where any harm is justified by the public benefits of the proposal. The total or substantial demolition of a listed
building will be permitted only in exceptional circumstances. In all circumstances, any loss or impact will be fully
recorded Delete paragraph and incorporate as above Include references to the PIan area |n thrs paragraph

e R T e A e S L e i T T Ty N T o Tl —ilaii e L [ et "\ 0 1
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Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

It is accepted that changes are required to provide greater clarity, compatlblllty with the NPPF and an improved
emphasis archaeological assets.

Partially accepted.
Policy has been substantially revised according to comments received.
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27 . CompanylOrganisation: . Cumbna County Council . - . Document: LP .-

""" i Name: Mr . Michael Bary . Polley o S27
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is essentially considered robust, however it may benefit from revisions to enhance its effectiveness.

Full The proposed policy is essentially robust and represents a framework to consider the impact of development upon

Response:  important assets. Notwithstanding this, it is considered that this policy would benefit from revisions to enhance its
effectiveness. 111. Archaeological remains are identified as heritage assets under NPPF’s definition. On this basis
they should be treated in the same way as heritage assets are freated in paragraph e) of the policy. 112. Criteria e)
and f) in Policy S27 refer to historic assets. It is unclear what historic assets are as the term is undefined. It is
therefore suggested that the term heritage assetshould be used instead, as this is defined in NPPF

Changes : It is recommended that Allerdale Borough Council amend Criteria d} to Policy S27 to state:
Developments involving or affecting any archaeological remains must identify/ demonstrate:
i) The significance of the archaeological remains
ii) The impact of the proposal on the significance of the archaeological remains
iii} The impact on the setting of the archaeclogical remains Strategic Policies Built and Historic Environment
iv) How the significance and/or setting of the remains could be better revealed
v) Opportunities for mitigating climate change without damaging significance
vi) The public benefits of the proposal
114. Within Criteria e} and f} of Policy S27 it is suggested that Allerdale Borough Council replace the term historic
assets with heritage asset.

Council's  Accepted.

Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Change made as suggested
Rep ID: - 5 ] -8 cpﬁupanyibrgéﬁisét_ipri: Friends of Rﬁral Curhbrié‘s 'E[wi'r.i P '?°¢_ﬁﬁeﬂt= AV S

. Name: Mis S-  Hemsley-Rose " ' o .
Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: ‘Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary: FORCE support Policy $28.
Full It is reassuring to see confirmation of the high level of protection for the World Heritage Site and its Buffer Zone

Response:  together with the key views both into and out from the WHS. Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Environment agree that
any proposed developments outside the Buffer Zone which are likely to affect the setting of the WHS should trigger
a full Environmental Impact Assessment. If the effects are deemed to be adverse, the proposal should be refused.
{paragraph 275).

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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le: b 37 i 7;‘ ':;0 cdmpanm:ééﬁisaﬁon:- Ehgiish Heritage ' .‘ 3 Document: LP R

Name: Ms  E . Hryean ! P°“¢Y? 828 ¢
Support/Object: Sound/\Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: : Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Although we welcome the commitment of the Council to protecting the WHS. The Plan as a whole needs to
reinforce the WHS and the positive impacts of having one in the Borough.

Full Although we welcome the commitment of the Council to protecting the WHS. The Pian as a whole needs to

Response: reinforce the WHS and the positive impacts of having one in the Borough, Both in this section and in the portrait of
the Borough and individual areas, a better description of the WHS shoul be made. it includes not only the Wall,
turrets and mile castles but also the westernmost fort on the Wall (At Bowness) and also a series of frontier
defences beyond the western end of the Wall down the coast past Maryport. These latier remains are unique to this
Beorough and the imporiance of these should be brought out in the Plan. The extra detail of this archaeology and
significance should be enhanced considering it is so strategically importance. The policy should be amended slightly
in line with the NPPF to include reference to the significance of archaeoclogical remains and their settings.

Changes : A better description of the WHS and what is unique to the area. The importance of it and an assessment of the
contribution it makes to Allerdale need to be made here and throughout the Plan. Any references in the Plan to the
WHS should be amended to read
Frontiers of the Roman Empire {Hadrian’sWall): World Heritage Site, which is now the official name. Reference
should be made to the fact that Allerdale is a partner in the WHS Management Plan Committee. Any reference to
the Wall as in Hadrian’s Wall should always be a capital letter.

Council's  References and cotrections in relation to the terminology are accepted.
Response:

Change:  parially accepted.

Action: Terminology in relation the Hadrian's Wall have been amended as suggested, both within Policy $28 and
throughout the Plan.

RepID: ~ 37/ 71 CompanylOrganisation: . English Heritage ° -~ Document: LP .

Name: .Ms E Hrycan : B .?Dllcy:_._. ) 328

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The buffer zone is not a designation, so reference to it should be amended appropriately.

Full The buffer zone is not a designation, so reference to it should be amended appropriately.
Response:

Changes: Delete buffer zone.

Council's  Noted, however, it is considered that reference to the buffer zone is required.
Response:

Change:  partially Accepted

Action: Text has been amended to improve clarity.
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RepID: = 55/ . 28 .. cbmpqnylo§génisauon: * Cumbria County Council . -~ - Document: LP T

 Mame: Mr . Michae} - B_éﬂy . Policy: 528 -

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Hadrian's Wall is of importance to the heritage and economy of Allerdale and beyond and the proposed policy,
which seeks to protect the Heritage Site from inappropriate forms of development is supported

Full Hadrian's Wall is of impartance to the heritage and economy of Allerdale and beyond and the proposed policy,
Response:  which seeks to protect the Heritage Site from inappropriate forms of development is supported.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Company/Organisation:.

ﬁgp iD: 38}' 19

PN

j?',C'rclﬁss‘'3&171"\7:"!3'3! Parish Council D°°"“'°“t LP 0
- T ~. Policy: U829

Name Mr'.&;";'- C Freela'ﬁd E

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Scund Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  States this policy has implications for specific site at Birkby Lodge.

Full Page 121, Para 286 "Surface water drainage issues have implications for waste water capacity”. This is relevant to
Response:  the proposed development at land adjacent to Birkby Lodge.

Changes :

Council's  The Council considers that response relates to a site specific issue and not the soundness of the policy or Plan.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepID: . 43] .14 7

CampanyIOrgan'i§atldr_|_: Susco (Spstéinébte Cockermouth ‘:DciC!;'*'!eq't: P

e

T poliey:

7 ,_V'Nar:r‘le':' Mr M .- Porter ) o 329
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: SUSCO feel the Council should require that developers deliver SUDs rather than seek. Furthermore, more
information is required about long term management of SUDs.

Full The group feel the Council should insist that developers obtain rather than seek approval, and clarify that schemes

Response:  must have this or will not be approved. It also omits to require the financial commitment to the long term, along with
the management plan. It must identify who is financially responsible in the long term not just who will manage it and
how.

Changes :

Council's  Policy 529 states that (in relation to SuDS) developers will be required to submit a management plan outlining how

Response: the system will be maintained and managed in the long term to the SuDS Approval Body (SAB). However, it is
accepted that that this needs further clarification throughout the Plan. Policy $21 {Developer Contributions) has
been amended to ensure that the Planning Obligations also relate to the initial and ongoing running costs of
infrastructure delivered as part of development.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object:

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

r——

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Error made with regards to drainage hierarchy. Amendments required.

Paragraph 283 refers to a hierarchy of foul drainage options. This requires a separate heading and should be

separated from S29 Flood Risk and Surface Water Drainage.

A separate policy or heading should be created for foul water drainage

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Support/Object:

Accept error as highiighted and changes suggested.

Yes
Amend policy as suggested.

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Justified:

Positively Prepared:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Errors made with regards to Environment Agency title.

There are a number of references (e.g. paragraphs 279, 286 & 316) throughout the document to the ‘Environmental

Agency and these should be changed to the Environment Agency.

Replace Environmental with Environment where appropriate

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Accept changes as suggested.

Yes
Correct errors as suggested.

S
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ep ID: 557 : 99 _cbmpanyldfganisaudﬁ:' Cumbna Couhty _Counbil' e Dm:imént: LP; Y, e '

: : _ Z‘;i Name: Mr . Michael Bérry‘ T e Policy: - v, 829

Support/Object: Support - Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy gives recognition of matters around flooding and drainage, and although these are considered robust in
principle, they would benefit from some appropriate amendments to bolster their effectiveness and meaning.

Full In recent years flooding has arisen as a serious issue in the County. County Council Policy seeks to ensure that new

Response:  development is built away from those areas at greatest risk of flooding. The County Council will soon have a
statutory responsibility to manage surface waler drainage and with this, it will be important that policy is compatible
with the County’s responsibilities relating to this area. 117. The proposed policies do give recognition of matters
around fiooding and drainage, and although these are considered robust in principle, they would benefit from some
appropriate amendments to bolster their effectiveness and meaning.

Changes: At the end of the first paragraph to Policy 529 following (SRFA) it is suggested that Allerdale Borough Council add
Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) Local Flood Risk Management Strategy. 119. Within Criteria a} to Policy $29
following SRFA it is suggested that Allerdale Borough Council add LLFA Local Flood Risk Management Strategy
120. Within Paragraph 2289 following Environment Agency add County LLFA
121. Within Paragraph 285 after County Council it is suggested that Allerdale Borough Council delete this and add
as Lead Local Flood Authority will approve the use of SUDs {schedule 3 to made taw April 2014) via. Also delete the
foliowing the assessment of ground suitability for, (as the approval of plans would require approval of appropriate
solutions). As the number of properties that Suds approval is required for is not set, it is also suggested that the
words that serve more than one property in new developments be removed and replace them

Council's  Accept suggested changes to policy wording.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action:

Amend policy wording to reflect suggested changes.
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RepiD: 647 O . cpmbanylmaénisaﬂéh':"' “United Utitites T N Do'cum'ent::; P

S et T Name: Ms Jenny . Hope . o o Poliey 2829
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Has concerned about errors in supporting text

Full We wish to highlight our concerns over the supporting text as set out below. Supporting text, paragraph 283 (Page

Response:  120): United Utilities has serious concerns surrounding the context of the drainage options as currently set out
within the hierarchy. Whilst the hierarchy as set out within the document would reflect a process for dealing with foul
sewage, it should not be applied to surface water, particularly due to the implications this has on the capacity of the
waste water infrastructure. We therefore suggest the following alternative: A hierarchy of drainage options for
disposing of surface water must be considered and discounted in the following order: - Continue and/or mimic the
site's current natural discharge process; - Attenuate flows into green engineering solutions such as ponds; swales or
other open water features for gradual release to a watercourse and/or porous sub soils; - Attenuate by storing in
tanks or sealed systems for gradual release to a watercourse; - Direct discharge to a surface water only sewer; -
Controlled discharge fnto the combined sewerage network, only if it can be demonstrated that there are no other
viable options. - Connection to the public sewer - Package sewage treatment plant {which can be offered to the
Sewerage Undertaker for adoption} - Septic Tank - If none of the above are feasible, a cesspool. If new
development is shown to increase storm sewer overflows it will be necessary to phase the development to allow the
existing infrastructure to be improved. Culverting of waterways should be avoided.5. Should paragraph 283 relate to
the disposal of foul sewage, we would suggest the text needs to be made clearer that it relates to foul sewage and
not surface water, as set out below: A hierarchy of options for dealing with foul sewage must be considered and
discounted in the following order: Connection to the public sewer Package sewage treatment plan (which can be
offered to the Sewerage Undertaker for adoption) Septic Tank If none of the above are feasible, a cesspool.

Changes:  Should paragraph 283 relate to the disposal of foul sewage, we would suggest the text needs to be made clearer
that it relates to foul sewage and not surface water, as set out below: A hierarchy of options for dealing with foul
sewage must be considered and discounted in the following order: Connection to the public sewer Package sewage
treatment plan (which can be offered to the Sewerage Undertaker for adoption) Septic Tank If none of the above are
feasible, a cesspool.

Council's  Accept suggested changes to policy.

Response:
Change : Yes
Actlon: Amend policy to reflect suggested changes.
Rgp ID: 8[ 0 BN Compahlerganisa;ioﬁ Dbdu'ment:f LP

: .:'-As}p'ama Rural PéﬁherShlp i

 Name: Clir ;B 5 - Policy: .+ §30 ;-

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  The Aspatria Rural Partnership support Policy S30.

Full The Aspatria Rural Partnership is a constituted body representing a group of nine parish Councils in the locality:
Response:  Allonby, Hayton & Mealo, Oughterside & Allerby, Westnewton, Aspatria, Plumbland, Bromfield, All Hallows and
Blennerhasset & Torpenhow.

The Aspatria Rural Partnership prepared a Community Action Plan, which identified empty properties as being of
particular concern to local residents. We commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that we would like to
see a policy that encourages the development of brownfield sites in the town before green field sites on the edges
are considered.

We support the policy $S30 Reuse of Land, which states: Proposals for development on greenfieid sites may be
required to carry out a sequential test to demonstrate that there are no available previously developed sites, which
are not of high environmental value, within the settlement that could suitably accommodate the scheme.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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RepiD: . 12] 8;:3{. Company/Organisation: =~ . S0 Document: LP -

: © Name: Ms M- Fitzgerald Policy: .~ 530"
Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy S30.

Full This eminently sensible policy, encouraging the reuse of ‘previously developed land and vacant sites within the Plan

Response:  Area’ in preference to the development of greenfield sites which are likely to be of higher environmental value, is
worthy of support.

Changes :

Councils  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

[Rep1>: 164 - 10 '._Cémmﬁvfbrga“is?’Ff°hi' - Home Bullders Federation - - - Document: LP ... o
e Names Me M Good ! - o, Poliey i 830 0
Sl;pportIObject:ﬂ dbject. = SoundIUnéound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effe:;tive: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  The approach set out in the policies is unsound as the preference for the reuse of land and sequential test is
unjustified, ineffective and not consistent with national policy.

Full The NPPF provides no justification for the prioritisation of brownfield sites over and above greenfield sites. The

Response:  Council also have not provided any compelling evidence upon why it should depart from the NPPF. If asite is in a
sustainable location for housing, or indeed other forms of development, and is required to achieve the housing
requirement then there is no reason to delay granting permission. In addition the sequential test requirement of the
policies against which developers must demonstrate a lack of suitable and available previously developed sites
within the settlement is unjustified under the NPPF and places an additional burden upon the developer.
Paragraph 111 of the NPPF does allow local authorities to set a target for the development of brownfield land
providing this can be justified. It is, however, important to note that the achievement of such a target should not
delay other suitable sites coming forward but rather be a targel for the whole of the plan period not for a single year.
The HBF are concerned that the policy could prove contrary to the delivery of the annual targets set out in the
housing trajectory. This could cause problems for the Council if certain key brownfield sites fail to come forward at
the pace expected. The Council will be aware that paragraph 49 of the NPPF cautions that relevant policies for the
supply of housing should not be considered up-to-date if the local planning authority cannot demonstrate a five-year
supply of deliverable housing sites.

Changes : |t is therefore recommended that the Council remove the second paragraph from policy $30 and delete policy DM16.

Council's  Whiist the NPPF does not require targets for previously developed land, it does encourage the effective reuse of

Response: brownfleld land. In order to maximise the reuse of land, wherever possible, we consider the sequential approach for
development over a certain size threshold to be an appropriate approach. The Council has clarified however that the
sequential test will apply only to windfall development on greenfield sites.

Change:  patig|

Action: Clarify policy to state that sequential test for previously developed land will apply only to windfall developments on
greenfield sites.
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epID:  36/1.2 . Gorh}aiiyi(:rgaq_isauon: - Blennerhasset and Torpenhow P . Document: P

" Name: Mrs B .~ Kavanagh Policy: S30 -
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support this policy which encourages the development of brownfield sites in the town before green field sites on the
edges are considered.

Full Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that we would like to

Response:  see a policy that encourages the development of brownfield sites in the town befcre green field sites on the edges
are considered. We support the policy 830 Reuse of Land, which states: "Proposals for development on greenfield
sites may be required to carry out a sequential test to demonstrate that there are no available previously developed
sites, which are not of high environmental value, within the settlement that could suitably accommeodate the scheme.”

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:
Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

.Doé‘umen't:- LP .

Rep ID: - 374 "_-‘;'72 - (_:qnipaihyldfganisrati'on_: . English Heritage - i

ol

Name: Ms E % Hrycan & .. Polioy 27830 -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  In line with the requirements of the NPPF to achieve sustainable development, this policy would benefit from
including reference to the re-use and adaptation of existing buildings as the most important objective in the reuse of
land policy. Where this is

Full In line with the requirements of the NPPF to achieve sustainable development, this policy would benefit from
Response: including reference to the re-use and adaptation of existing buildings as the most important objective in the reuse of
land policy. Where this is no possible, the reuse of the materials on the site should be promoted.

Changes :  Insert:the Council will encourage the reuse and adaptation of existing buildings.Where this is not possible, the
effective reuse of materials and previously developed and vacant sites within the Plan area will be promoted.

Council's It is accepted that further policy material is required to provide greater emphasis to this issue, however, it is felt that
Response: Strategic Objectives, SO1g would be the most appropriate location for this material.

Change:  partially Accepted.
Action: Strategic Objectives, SO1g has been updated accordingly.
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epiD: - 55 . 30. Company/Organisation: - Gumbria County't_)o_unéil' . . Document: LP .

: . Name: Mr  Micheel Bamy . -0 Polly.’ S30

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legaily Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Policy S30 sets out principles around previously developed and contaminated land. It highlights how the use of
previously developed land which is not of high environmental value, would be priortised over green field land. Given
the importance of delivering regeneration and sustainable patterns of development but also the environmental
benefits, the proposed policy is considered appropriate and to be reflective of County Council policy in this regard.

Full The Cumbria Sub Regional Spatial Strategy highlights that development sites should be selected in a sequential

Response:  way. The reuse of buildings and previously developed land {PDL} should be prioritised over greenfield land given
the likely reduction in environmental impacts, the fact that such land, is often in more accessible locations and the
regeneration benefits the development of PDL can bring. However, it is noteworthy that the more recent NPPF sets
out that Local Planning Authorities should have greater discretion when considering the role of PDL and should it be
used before greenfield land. 123. Policy 530 sets out principles around previously developed and contaminated
land. It highlights how the use of previously developed land which is not of high environmental value, would be
priortised over green field land. Given the importance of delivering regeneration and sustainable patterns of
development but also the environmental benefits, the proposed policy is considered appropriate and to be reflective
of County Council policy in this regard.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.

Rép D: . 58] ' 17

ch_u"r':nen_t: LP

f:ompanyIOrganisaiion: Sfory Homes 7
i, ! T, "fPo'!lcy:"_&f_-;.f‘sao )

Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  There is no justification for this approach which is not consistent with National Planning Palicy. Whilst the NPPF
does allow authorities to set a target for development of brownfleld land providing this can be justified there is no
such justification or

Full There is no justification for this approach which is not consistent with National Planning Policy. Whilst the NPPF

Response:  does allow authorities to set a target for development of brownfleld land providing this can be justified there is no
such justification or PDL target set out within the plan. In addition, the authorities own evidence base acknowledges
the need for greenfield sites to enable meeting its housing requirements. It is also acknowledged that there is a
shortage of previously developed land in sites within localities. This policy puts an additional burden on housing
developers and is not consistent with National Planning Policy, the policy therefore needs to be substantially
amended. The inclusion of a reference in the policy to there being a presumption in presumption in favour of
previously developed land does not accord with the NPPF and should be removed. Paragraph 15 of the NPPF sets
out that there is a presumption in favour of sustainable development. it does not state that this needs to be PDL or a
sequential approach be included regarding greenfield release. The requirement for a sequential test to be carried
out for greenfield release needs to be removed also.

Changes :

Council’s  Whilst the NPPF does not require targets for previously developed land, it does encourage the effective reuse of

Response: Dbrownfield land. In order to maximise the reuse of land, wherever possible, we consider the sequential approach for
development aver a certain size threshold to be an appropriate approach. The Council has clarified however that the
sequential test will apply only to windfall development on greenfield sites.

Change:  pyjal

Action:

Clarify policy to state that sequential test for previously developed land will apply only to windfall developments on
greenfield sites.
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Support/Object:

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:  We support the requirements outline in this policy.
Full We support the requirements outlined in this policy.
Response:
Changes :

=
Council's  Noted.
Response:
Change : N/A
Action:

No further action required.

Support/Object:

Legally Compliant: Yes

Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Suggested additional text to improve policy

While we do not consider policy S31 to be unsound, we have suggested changes below that would improve the

DPD, and which we ask the local planning authority to take into account

We would welcome an additional bullet point to reflect that development may be acceptable if negative impacts on

the natural environment are avoided.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Noted. The Plan should be read as a whole, therefore, it is considered that the change suggested is not required.

N/A
No further action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
—

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The proposed policy approach to the consideration of conversion proposals and replacement dwellings is

appropriate and reflects the guidance set out within the NPPF,

The proposed policy approach to the consideration of conversion proposals and replacement dwellings is
appropriate and reflects the guidance set out within the NPPF, which seeks greater flexibility to encourage the
appropriate conversion of rural buildings to alternative uses. 125. The priority for business or services uses over
residential uses (which can then be considered appropriate where alternative uses cannot be secured) is welcome,
given the benefits (recognised in the NPPF) that modest employment proposals can bring to the rural economy.

Council’s
Response:

Change :
Action:

Support noted.

N/A
No action required.
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Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  The Coal Authority supports of $32

Full Support - The Coal Authority welcomes and supports policy S30 which sets out a positive planning framework for
Response: addressing unstable land which is a locally distinctive issue in Allerdale, arising from mining legacy. This policy is in
line with the requirements of paragraph 109, 120, 121 and 166 of the NPPF.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary: FORCE support Policy 832.

Fult Our members feel that this policy is especially relevant to onshore wind development as there are already instances

Response:  within the Plan Area where residential amenity has been compromised by noise, shadow flicker and the overbearing
nature of some wind turbines/wind farms. For this reason, we are pleased to note point b) (page 127) which states
that proposals will not be supported where they will ‘result in a detrimental effect on the local area in terms of visual
amenity, distinctive character or environmental quality.” Also, point e) which confirms that developments with a
‘significant adverse environmental impact in relation to landscape’ will be resisted. The protection of the amenity of
existing and future residents in Allerdale is outlined in paragraph 298. This should be one of the first priorities of any
Local Authority. We are pleased to see the reference 1o disruption of ‘tranquillity’ which some types of development
can cause either by themselves or cumulatively in the rural environment. (paragraph 298)

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We fully support the intentions behind this policy.

Full We fully support the intentions behind this policy.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No further action required.
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RepiD: 38 : 20 i'_.comhapylpfganisatibh_:__:f Crosscanonby Paﬁéj}i‘Coi.tncii-i' o Dgci:ment: § LP o

. Name: Mrs € - Freeland i

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

e

Summary:  States this policy has implications for specific site at Birkby Lodge.

Full Page 127, $32, Para ¢ "cause poliution to water environment”. This is relevant to the proposed development at land
Response: adjacent to Birkby Lodge.

Changes :

Council's Do not consider that this response relates to the soundness of the policy or the Plan. Site specific issues will be
Response:  dealt with when land is brought forward as part of the Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2): Site Allocations process or as
part of individual planning applications.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep ID: - 50)" _E .‘,_:.;": CombanyIOrgil‘nisatioh:' 3 E_nwronmeﬁt .Aéehcy & R o Docﬁm_ent: _:' LP_:‘: O

" Policy: - §32

Name:. Mr ‘iﬁf"Je‘rémy "l‘-'i P’l(:ki_:p e

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Welcome reference to Water Framework Directive within policy.

Full We are pleased to see that the Water Framework Directive is acknowledged in Policy 832: Safeguarding Amenity

Response:  and Policy $36: Air, Water & Soil Quality and that proposals will not be supparted where they would cause
significant adverse environmental impact to the water environment or cause deterioration of the Water Framework
Directive Classification Status.

Changes: There are several ways in which new developments can achieve WFD:-
Remove culverts to open up watercourses where possible to enhance the natural environment;
Promote sustainable water use within new building design;
Promote Sustainable Drainage Systems (SUDS) for all developments;
Control of diffuse pollution sources;
Prohibit direct discharges of pollutants into water bodies & groundwater;
Eliminate pollution of surface waters;
Avoid inappropriate development in sensitive areas for example, floodplains and groundwater source protection
zones which will prevent and reduce the impact of accidental pollution incidents, for example as a result of floods;
Consider land use and water supply issues and ensure adequate local wastewater treatment capacity,
Ensure wastewater treatment capacity is adequate for storm water flows;
Promote good agricultural practice and use best practice to reduce risk of point source or diffuse pollution;
Carefully plan all storage and handling arrangements for livestock slurries and manures, animal feedstuffs, silage
effluent, agricultural fuel oil, dirty water, fertilisers, veterinary medicines, chemicals and pesticides;
Promote sustainable water use in terms of abstraction and irrigation;
Manage contaminated run-off from roads, drives and car parks are large runoff-producing areas in the urban
environment.

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Rep ID: 5{)'1-:; 6 Cémpan'nyrganisa_tidn:‘l Environmeht—Agency 7 - Docu:-nerit_: LP

' Name: Mr - Jeremy = Pickup =~ Policy: ;. 332 ¢
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Welcome reference to Water Framework Directive within policy.

Full We are pleased to see that the Water Framework Directive is acknowledged in Policy $32: Safeguarding Amenity

Response:  and Policy S36: Air, Water & Soil Quality and that proposals will not be supported where they would cause
significant adverse environmental impact to the water environment or cause deterioration of the Water Framework
Directive Classification Status.

Changes :  There are several ways in which new developments can achieve WFD:-
Remove culverts to open up watercourses where possible to enhance the natural environment;
Promote sustainable water use within new building design;
Promote Sustainable Drainage Systems {(SUDS) for all developments;
Control of diffuse pollution sources;
Prohibit direct discharges of pollutants into water bodies & groundwater;
Eliminate pollution of surface waters;
Avoid inappropriate development in sensitive areas for example, floodplains and groundwater source protection
zones which will prevent and reduce the impact of accidental pollution incidents, for example as a result of floods;
Consider land use and water supply issues and ensure adequate local wastewater treatment capacity;
Ensure wastewater treatment capacity is adequate for storm water flows;
Promote good agricultural practice and use best practice to reduce risk of point source or diffuse pollution;
Carefully plan all storage and handling arrangements for livestock slurries and manures, animal feedstuffs, silage
effluent, agricultural fuel oil, dirty water, fertilisers, veterinary medicines, chemicals and pesticides;
Promote sustainable water use in terms of abstraction and irrigation;
Manage contaminated run-off from roads, drives and car parks are large runoff-producing areas in the urban
environment.

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

Rep.ID: : 55[ 32 'CompgnyIOrgar_lisation: ',_'Cumbna Couniy Councﬂ - churﬁent: Lp‘

Neme: Mr ‘. Michael . Barry .~ - Policy: . 832
Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: It will be important that new development maintains the quality of the environment and amenity, and it is considered
the Policy $32 presents a framework whereby the foremost amenity considerations can be assessed during the
determination of planning applications.

Full It will be important that new development maintains the quality of the environment and amenity, and it is considered
Response:  the Policy $32 presents a framework whereby the foremost amenity considerations can be assessed during the
determination of planning applications.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Rep 1D: _ 644 10 (_fqmnanﬁOrgahisationh Unlted Utiﬁties el K e " - Document: - LP

"Name: Ms . Jenny . Hope Policy: - 8§32 ..~
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Suggest amendments to policy
Full Policy 832: Safeguarding Amenity (Page 127) It is preferable to locate the development of sensitive uses such as
Response:  housing or schools an acceptable distance away from existing operational businesses to ensure no future amenity
issues.
Changes:  Suggest the following additional text: 'Proposals will not be supported where they would:g) Involve sensitive new
developments (such as housing, schools, hospitals) being adversely affected by existing sources of pollution.
Sensitive uses should be located an acceptable distance away from existing operational sources of pollution.
Justification: Sensitive uses should be located away from sources of adour such as wastewater treatment works. It
will be necessary to consult with the Council and United Utilities for proposals near to wastewater treatment works.
Any planning application should be supported by an odour impact assessment.’
Council's |t is considered that the second paragraph of this policy already provides appropriate protection for sensitive uses
Response: from potentially polluting development.
Change : No
Action: No action required.
RepID: " 2f. 8 = 'CQmpanyIOfgai-iisaﬁon: « Friends of the Lake District = _ Document: . 'LP_ 3 =
| o ae ool |3 Name: Dr K . Wishaw B~ Ppli_cyl:._ 53?, .
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  FLD are strongly supportive of Policy S33 and welcome the commitment to provide further guidance on landscape
character.
Full Friends of the Lake District are strongly supportive of Policy 833 and its associated paragraphs. We support the
Response:  council's commitment to provide further guidance on landscape character at district level. This landscape character
work should be undertaken as quickly as possible as there will be a landscape policy vacuum once the landscape
designations and policy in the current lacal plan are superseded by the adoption of the new local plan.
Friends of the Lake district would welcome the opportunity to input into the proposed landscape character guidance.
Changes :
Council's  Support noted.
Response:
Change 3 N/A
Action:

No action required.
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Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  FLD support Allerdale Borough Council’s proposal to produce further guidance on landscape character to inform
decision making.

Full Friends of the Lake District support Allerdale Borough Council's proposal to produce further guidance on landscape
Response: character to inform decision making as laid out in paragraph 306.

Production of Allerdale-specific guidance will aid decision making in the Borough and should be written to ensure
that landscape is protected from inappropriate design. Once the guidance is completed, reference should be made
to it in the Local Validation Checklist to ensure that developers are aware of its existence and have used it to inform
their developments.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary: FORCE support Policy 8$33.

Full Friends of Rural Cumbria's Environment support the Council's concem for the large areas of unspoilt countryside
Response:  which make up much of the Plan Area and the also the Council's awareness that these ‘are both highly scarce and
vulnerable and require protection from development pressure.’

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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epiD: - 16/ - 12 CompanylOrgarisation: Home Builders Federaion ~ -~  Document: LP ~

‘Name: Mr . M. Good - o . Policy: 1833~
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:  The policy is considered unjustified as it places an unnecessary burden upon development.

Full This policy requires landscape character assessments to be undertaken for all major developments. Such a blanket

Response: requirement is an unnecessary burden upon developers. It is recommended that this policy be amended to relate
only to areas of high landscape valfue.

Changes :

Council's Do not accept. The Council considers it appropriate that all major development should provide a landscape

Response: assessment given the inherent scale of such proposals. However, it is accepted that the type of landscape
assessment should be proportionate to the scale and nature of the development and this has been clarified in the
policy.

Change : No

Action: Clarify that the requirements for landscape assessments for major developments should be proportionate to the

scale and expected impact of the development.

RepilD: . 371 75 .--Cfﬁmpanylo;gahisation: i English Heritage k = .VDoc'{Jn'ient: ‘LP

£ Name: Ms E - “ Hryean Policy: - 833

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a paositive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies sheould contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the recognition of the need to protect and enhance the character and local
distinctiveness of the landscape in the plan area.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.
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RepiD: .~ 55/ 3

cbmﬁa_pylo'réahiééﬁéni'- ‘Cumbra County"Cduncil - _,: Dobﬁn_aer;t:- LP 5

" Name: Mr " Michael  Bafry

Support/Ohject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Whilst the ethos of Policy $33 is supported, given the high quality of much of Cumbria’s landscape, and its

Full

Response:

Changes :

importance as an ececnomic driver, it is felt that the policy should be more robustly worded and provide clearer detail
around the wording of policy ' '

The NPPF Core Principles include the need for local planning authorities to take into account the roles and
character of different areas, and to recognise the intrinsic beauty of the countryside and the importance of
supporting thriving rural communities within it.128. NPPF Paragraph 109 outlines guidance in regard to conserving
and enhancing the natural environment, which includes the need for the planning system to contribute to the
protection and enhancement of valued landscapes. 129. Whilst the ethos of Policy $33 Is supported, given the high
quality of much of Cumbria’s landscape, and its importance as an economic driver, it is felt that the policy should be
more robustly worded and provide clearer detail around the wording of policy.

The third paragraph to Policy $33 should be reworded to state:

The Cumbria Landscape Character Assessment Toolkit (or successor documents) will be used to inform the
detailed assessment of individual proposals. Development and land use change should be compatible with the
distinctive characteristics and features of Cumbria’s landscape types and sub types. Proposals will be assessed in
relation io: 1. locally distinctive natural or built features, 2. visual intrusion or impact, 3. scale in relation to the
landscape and features,4. the character of the built environment, 5. public access and community value of the
landscape,6. historic patterns and atiributes,7. biodiversity features, ecological networks and semi-natural
habitats,and 8. openness, remoteness and tranquillity.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Accept suggestions for word changes.

Yes
Amend policy to take on board wording changes as suggested.

#p ID: °

F :i‘ _ﬁémpanyl‘)rganisatiom Friends of the t ake D'rslrtc_i .' = ;; r‘l_.'_iéc_umeh._t: LP o

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  FLD supports Policy S34

Full This policy recognises the value of the Solway Coast AONB. FLD welcomes the reference to the Solway Coast

Response: |andscape and Seascape Character Assessment and the statement that proposals will need to have regard to this
document.
FLD is pleased to see that it is recognised that developments adjoining the AONB may also impact on the AONB
and that they too will need to comply with the policy to ensure that environmental harm is minimised.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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epiD: :¢ 6] l‘,71-1 N 'CpmpgnirIOr'ganisétia'ﬁ: - Friends of Rﬁré! Cumbria's Envir Dog:ymenﬁ P o

: . E Name: Mis S e B Hemsley—Rosé i ' Policy: 834 ';‘::': o
- Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary: FORCE support Policy 534, however, they propose a change related to including a trigger for EIA.

Full As in the case of Policy 528 which relates to Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site, cur members are reassured 1o see

Response:  confirmation of the high level of protection afforded to the Solway Coast AONB.

Changes :
Changes Suggested
However, we consider that any proposed developments in the AONB or ‘adjoining area,’ which are likely to affect the
AONB and/or its setting, should trigger a full Environmental Impact Assessment. If the effects are deemed to be
adverse, the proposal should be refused. Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Environment feel that Policies $S28 and $34
should be entirely consistent with each other.

Council's  The Council does not consider this approach to be appropriate. Requirements for EIA are set out in national

Response: regulations.

Change : No

Action:

No action required.

RepID: .. 37/ : 76 " CompanylOrganisation: - English Heritage -

"""Doculment: ) ip ‘

57 Naaet S SE S5 - Fiyoan. L duie: o) Polioy 7 "834

Support/Ohject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan poficies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the recognition of the need to protect and enhance the character and local
distinctiveness of the Solway Coast AONB.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.

Response:

Change : N/a

Action:

No further action required.
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Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Believes this policy should have protection for Crosscanonby car park and should prevent wind turbine development

Page 132, Para 310. "Promote AONB as an area to be enjoyed by visitors". Again, requirement for protection of car
park at Crosscanonby and prevention of erection of wind turbines.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

It is considered that the site specific nature of this response does not relate to the soundness of the policy or Plan.
However, if this site is considered a valuable tourism facility it will be protected under Policy $17 (Tourism, Coastal
and Countryside Recreation).

It is not considered appropriate for Plan to rule out any specific types of development within Policy, however any
issues relating to the development of wind turbines will be dealt with as part of Policy $19 (Renewable Energy and
Low Carbon Technologies).

No
No changes required.

SupportiObject: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is considered appropriate.

Full This policy sets out the manner in which development within the Solway Coast AONB can be considered. The area
Response:  of landscape is of high quality and it should be appropriately protected from inappropriate forms of development.

The proposed policy respects these principles and isconsidered appropriate.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary: FORCE support Policy S35

Full Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Environment fully support the following statement: ‘Nationally and internationally
Response:  protected sites and species will be afforded the highest level of protection. A high priority is also given to the
protection of locally identified biodiversity or ecologically valuable assets.’ (Page 134)

Changes :

Councii's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.
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ep ID: 33 I v c'ompanylbrganisatjon: ' Cmsscanonby Parish -Coun.oi'ln - 'Document': i1

. Neme: Mrs© C Freeland .  ~ Polioy: .- 835
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Believes this policy should reference the protection of amenities at Crosscanonby car park that is mentioned in the
Shoreline Management Plan.

Full The Shoreline Management Plan actually allows for amenities ie Crosscanonby car park and Salt Pans to be

Response:  protected rather than "managed retreat”. Crosscanonby Car Park requires relatively inexpensive measures ie
Gabion baskets, is sanctioned by the SMP and would protect much used car park and is especially relevant now the
Salt Pans car park is permently closed. Page 20 and Page 88 and Page 132 also refer.

Changes :

Council's It is considered that the site specific nature of this response does not relate to the soundness of the policy or Plan.
Response: ’

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep IIZ_)_.: 50 '_ =) anibanlergénisétioh’: Env'iro'nn"i‘érit"Agencyr ' r T .Documenf_: P i

- ' Neme: Mr = Jeremy Pickup ~  Poliey 835 -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support policy with suggestions for changes.

Full The last sentence in paragraph 316 states ‘It should be noted that development which falls within 5m of some

Response:  watercourses may need approval by the Environmental Agency to ensure the protection of riverside habitats. We
suggest this is changed to: it should be noted that development which falls within 8 metres of a watercourse
designated as a ‘Main River' requires the approval of the Environment Agency.

Changes: The last sentence in paragraph 316 states ‘It should be noted that development which falls within 5m of some
watercourses may need approval by the Environmental Agency to ensure the protection of riverside habitats.” We
suggest this is changed to: It should be noted that development which falls within 8 metres of a watercourse
designated as a ‘Main River’ requires the approval of the Environment Agency.

Council's  Accept response.

Response:
Change:  vgg
Action: Correct error in policy and amend as suggested.
RepfD: 55/ - 35 ' CompanylOrganisation: - Cumbna County Council - . Document: LP

o s

. Name: Mr Michael Bamy .. Poloyo. S35

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is considered robust.

Full Policy S35 related to the protection and enhancement of biodiversity and geodiversity and in line with the NPPF

Response:  seeks o secure environmental improvements through development. 133. The County Council provided detailed
comments around biodiversity and geodiversity during the consideration of the Preferred Options Core Strategy. It is
welcome that the advice provided at this point is broadly reflected within this policy which is considered robust.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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ep ID: 379 ST Cqmpanlerganis'a‘t’i‘on:'r‘.: English Héﬁ'_tage i '’ - . Document LP

Name: Ms E :°  Hrycan B Policy: . 837 .
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Reference is made to the coastline being Allerdale’s most important assets including outstanding
scenery,seascapes and historic harbours. Thisneeds to be included in the spatial portrait and area descriptions.
Throughout the document there is litle reference or proposals for the historic harbours.

Full Reference is made fo the coastline being Allerdale’s most important assets including outstanding scenery,
Response:  seascapes and historic harbours. This needs to be included in the spatial portrait and area descriptions. Throughout
the document there is little reference or proposais for the historic harbours.

Changes :  The Plan needs to be expanded to explicitly detail these heritage assets in the Borough and to make an assessment
of their contribution to the area.

Council's  'Historic' has been used in this context to refer to the existing longterm use of the site, rather than the historic
Response: environment of the site. The Council will clarify the policy text.

Change : No

Action: The text has been amended to clarify the meaning of 'historic' in this context.

Rep ID: . ‘-;;'lél 5 ‘3“':_?- cdmhﬁﬁyfﬂfgaﬁisﬂtibnt: Aspatrla Rural Partnershlp Dpi:urfxént:'. LP. :
AL T e Name- cir B Finay. ?ﬂ" g ‘.;.’{.i"°"-i;=_3", D'V“
Support/Chject: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  The Aspatria Rural Partnership support policy DM1,

Full The Aspatria Rural Parinership is a constituted body representing a group of nine parish Councils in the locality:
Response:  Allonby, Hayton & Mealo, Qughterside & Allerby, Westnewton, Aspatria, Plumbland, Bromfield, All Hallows and
Blennerhasset & Torpenhow.

The Aspatria Rural Partnership prepared a Community Action Plan, which identified empty properties as being of
particular concern to local residents. We commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that we would like to
see the occupation of empty properties before new houses are built.
We support the policy DM1 Housing Renewal and Empty Properties.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent; Yes
Summary:  Respondent supports Policy DM1.

Full Bringing empty properties back into use (paragraph 330) is a sensible and logical step for this Council to take.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action:

No action required.

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective;
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that we would like to

see the occupation of empty properties before new houses are built. We support policy DM1 Housing Renewal and
Empty Properties.

Full Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council commented on the previous draft of the Local Plan that we would like to

Response:  see the occupation of empty properties before new houses are built. We support policy DM1 Housing Renewat and
Empty Properties.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change H N/A

Action:

No action required.
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epID: 55/ 36 CompanylOrganisation: Cumbnia County Councl - - Document: 'LP = * -~

‘Neme: Mr “ Michael = Bamy . _ P°|5¢¥1 - DM1
Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: |t is considered tht this policy appropriately recognises the aspiration to deliver housing market and contains policy
to facilitate the achievement of this. However recognition should be given to the importance of access.
Full Weak housing markets are a feature within parts of Allerdale Borough. When considering principles around
Response:  housing, the NPPF is clear that housing delivery has a central role in the attainment of balanced and sustainable
communities. The SRSpS (paragraph 4.20) also emphasises the importance of housing market renewal in West
Cumbria. 135. It is considered that this policy appropriately recognises the aspiration to deliver housing market
renewal and contains policy to facilitate the achievement of this. This includes encouragement to improve existing
housing stock, the delivery of new housing that would improve the social mix of the area and environmental
improvements. 136. It is considered that this policy should be able to effectively dovetail with other areas of policy
that support the delivery of housing market renewal, such as the prioritising of PDL and the principles of accessibility
and design highlighted elsewhere. 137. Nevertheless, alongside design and access consideration, recognition
should be given the importance of access.
Changes:  Policy DM1 criteria ¢) should be amended to include access as shown below. Environmental improvements,
enhancement of public realm, access and cpen space.
Council's  Accept this response.
Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Amend policy wording as suggested.
Rep ID: j';,-:_ 557 . 37 cdmpaﬁyIOrgéhiéaﬁoq:  Cumbra Cc;unty' Council . ' 'Docuihént: LP _
B i S0 Name: Mr - Michael U Barry. T Pollcy: ;1" DM2 .
Support/Object:  Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  This policy is considered broadly acceptable and provides a mechanism whereby proposals for rural workers
accomodation can be adequately considered.
Full While giving recognition to the importance of meeting the housing and economic needs of rural communities, both
Response:  the NPPF and the Cumbria Sub Regiona! Spatial Strategy are clear that it should be the exception for new housing
to be located within open countryside locations, with such housing only being acceptable where there exists a
demonstrable need for it. 140. Reflecting these principles, Policy DM2 sets out the circumstances when rural workers
accommodation would be acceptable in open countryside locations. This policy is considered to be broadly
acceptable and provides a mechanism whereby proposals for rural workers accommodation can be adequately
considered.
Changes :
Council's  Support noted.
Response:
Change : N/A
Action:

No action required.
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RepiD: 16/ 7  CompanylOrganisation: Home Builders Federaion -~ Document: LP i

.“Name: Mr: M.,  Good . . Pollcy: | DM3 ", v
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  These policies are unsound as they are not effective, justified or consistent with national policy. The policy provides
over-zealous protection of employment sites from other uses and places an unnecessary burden upon developers.

Full These policies are considered overly restrictive because they protect employment sites from other uses until such a

Response:  time that they have been identified for release within the forthcoming Site Allocations DPD. This would result in sites
remaining vacant whilst awaiting the adeption of the Site Allocations DPD, not anticipated until 2015 at the earliest,
when the site could be put to beneficial use. The NPPF paragraph 22 states; ‘Planning policies should avoid the
long term protection of sites allocated for employment use where there is no reasonable prospect of a site being
used for that purpose’.

The policies also identify that following any de-allocation priority will be given to a sequence of uses. The sequence
identified in Development Management Policy DM3 requires residential developers to fulfil numerous criteria
including providing robust evidence that there are no suitable alternatives. This policy requirement places an
additional and unjust burden upon residential development and is considered contrary to paragraph 22 of the NPPF
which does not stipulate a sequential preference of uses.

The policies will also work contrary to the Local Plan achieving its own specified windfall allowance. Paragraph 77 of
the Local Plan, identifies a consistent windfall allowance of up to 10%, putting aside the justification for such a
figure, the continued protection of unviable employment land for other uses will undermine achievement of this
allowance and hence the Council's ability to meet its own objectively assessed housing need.

The policies are not supported by the Local Plan evidence base. The recently published Employment Land Review
concludes Allerdale has an excess of employment land with approximately 100 hectares currently allocated
compared 1o a requirement for approximately 60 hectares to 2030,

Changes:  Given the Council have already identified an over-supply of employment land and non-compliance with the NPPF it
is recommended that these policies be amended and replaced with a policies that allow other uses, including
housing, to be developed where there is no reasonabie prospect of a site being used for the allocated employment
use. Such other uses should be treated on their merits and not against a prescribed and inflexible sequence of uses
having regard to market signals and the relative need for different land uses.

—e o= o

Council's  Comments are noted. Policy DM3 seeks to ensure that there is a sufficient supply of empiloyment land to meet the

Response: areas economic development requirements over the plan period. The policy states that the Council will consider that
there may be scope for de-allocation, however, this should be undertaken in a consistent manner during the Site
Allocation process. Therefore, the DM3 is considered to be an appropropriate policy approach.

Change : No

o= No further action
Rep ID: 55[ 38 X Coi'ﬁpanle;gan[éaﬁon: CumbrlaCounty Coun‘(‘:ii"“' k : Documant. : LP &

it ) B _' L i Mr  Michael =] Barr_y o Policy: DM3
SﬁpporﬂObject: éupport o . Sound/Unsound: | ﬁositively Prepared: Effeclive': |
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: |t is considered that this policy approach is appropriate.

Full Paragraph 22 of the NPPF states that; ‘Planning policies should avoid the long term protection of sites allocated for

Response:  employment use where there is no reasonable prospect of a site being used for that purpose’. 142. The proposed
approach whereby the future role of existing sites would be carefully considered, and if necessary de-allocated,
aligns with the approach of the NPPF. Also welcome are proposals in the Local Plan to consider whether the site
‘could be suitably upgraded to meet the requirements of businesses prior to its release. On this basis we are
satisfied that the proposed policy approach is appropriate.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
S ade

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

This policy is considered appropriate and highlights relevant considerations to be applied when considering the

expansion and intensification of sites.

This is a criteria based policy that highlights the considerations that will be assessed when evaluating the expansion
and intensification of existing employment sites. 144. It is considered that this policy is appropriate and highlights
relevant considerations to be applied when considering the expansion and intensification of sites. In particular we

welcome the recognition given fo the importance of effective measures to address increased traffic such as
encouraging modal shift which does reflect our earlier advice.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Support/Object: Support

Support noted.

N/A
No action required.

Legally Compliant: Yes

- - R — =

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Sound/Unsound: Sound

Positively Prepared: Yes

Justified:

Yes

Effective:

Consistent:

Yes

Yes

FORCE support Policy DM5.

Our members are pleased to note that wind turbines are not included in this policy because, unless they are

genuinely small scale, they do not meet any of the criteria for permissible development in terms of integration into
the rural landscape and acceptable impact. This applies particularly in cases where larger wind turbines are
proposed which will export all the electricity produced to the National Grid as opposed to first supplying the premises

where they are located.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Support/Object:

Support noted.

NIA
No action required.

Legally Compliant:

Sound/Unsound:

Positively Prepared:

Justified:

Effective:

Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of

other planning objectives.

The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the inclusion of this policy in the plan.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Noted

N/A
No further action
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|  Name: Mr  Michael = Bamy <~ Pollor " DM5 .-
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Whilst the main thrust of this policy is appropriate, it is considered it would benefit from giving recognition to the
importance of such schemes not creating unacceptable traffic impacts.

Full Paragraph 28 of the NPPF highlights the importance of farm diversification in the creation of a strong rural economy.
Response: 146. While the main thrust of this policy is appropriate, it is considered it would benefit from giving recognition to the
importance of such schemes not creating unacceptable traffic impacts.

Changes :  Policy DM5 should include an additional point:-
f) Effective measures have been agreed to address increased traffic movements

Council's  Accept this response.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Accept amendments to policy.

- . Document: - LP

RepiD: * . 371':':'; 79
S e T " Poficy: . DM6 .

3 Comp_ahlerQani#aﬁon: © English Héritage e

| Hyean

| © i Name: Ms - E[ - Hrycan .
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment.The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policie should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. We welcome the inclusion of this policy in the plan.

Changes :

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No further action

Page 322 of 367



RepID: 43/ 15° CompanylOrganisation: ® Susco (Sustamable Cockermouth -~ Document: LP

. Name: Mr M .- . Porer . feicr- QOME S
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: SUSCO feel the Council should require impact assessments as a matter of course.

Full It is felt to be insufficient to say an impact assessment may be required for certain proposals. This should not be left

Response:  as a grey debatable area, and should be a compulsory requirement for such developments. It should also be a
requirement that the relevant community is consulted, as it is the community that will be impacted in many ways as
a result. In addition the Council may find there are benefits from feedback from local knowledge, particularly those
who hold a long term historic knowledge of the local area to improve it's decision making.

Changes :

Council's  The imposition of a local impact threshold should be proportionate to the town centre to which it relates and

Response: therefore a 'blanket’ approach would not be appropriate. Additionally small-scale proposals are unlikely to have
significant adverse impacts on town centres and therefore the requirement for an Al in this instance could be
construed as overly onerous. These policies do not negate the requirement for planning application to be submitted
(where the proposal is not deemed not permitted change/development) where public consultation will be carried out
in accordance with national policy and regulations.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Reri'lD:‘__ 55/ . 41, C_ompa.ny!_Orgénisaﬂ_onzl'- Cumbria County Council .+ - Document: LP
= 1. Lo UL Hame sl Michasle. Banyle Policy: . DM8 .
SupportIObjt;:ct: Support Sound/Unsound: PositivelyPreﬁared: | Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Consider the proposed thresholds to be appropriate.

Full The NPPF states that the impact of town centre uses in non town centre locations should be tested. This policy’s

Response: requirement to undertake a sequential assessment for town centre locations outside of designated town centre
locations is welcome and it aligns with the NPPF's advice. The thresholds beyond which impact assessments of
town centre uses in non town centre locations, and which are below those expressed within the NPPF, are also
considered appropriate.

Changes :

Council's  Suppert noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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> . Company/Organisation: ST I — " Document: - LP.,

.*Name: Mr - Robet Nichols . . .  Policy: ' DM9®

Support/Object:  Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: No Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Objects to changes made to town centre boundaries.

1) My main Concern and objection to the document that directly effects me is that in appendix 4 $16 & DM9
changes to the proposed map {figure4-3 Cockermouth Town Centre) the housing area of Printers Court, Brash
House and the garden of 15 Challoner street has been included in the town centre. The 7 dwellings and the garden
are carefuily refurbished and improved housing development that is although rural is very much part of the housing
stock of Cockermouth. The planning authority despite complaining to the various departments do not seem to keep
up to date maps of the area, relying on the ordnance survey mapping service instead of applications made and
planning granted therefore the buildings observed by aerial photography as a big building does not equate to the
contents that have been approved. )

2) The document is based on an evidence base that is in my opinion more fiction than fact.

3) The comments that | made after the consultation has never been acknowledged or reply issued

4) Allerdale council have little interaction with the residents of the borough, residents in Cockermouth or from what |
can ascertain in other areas last year they had one session in Cockermouth where they had a notice board in the
entrance to a supermarket and handing out to busy shoppers a leaflet on the document. The document stated that it
was all in accordance with the evidence base. This evidence base was changed following the consuitation. Figures
in the evidence base did nol appear to agree with the findings in the report or ignored. An example schooling was in
the report to have limited growth in the evidence base yet was ignored in the growth of Cockermouth. The document
SHLAA that was rewritten post the consuitation including land that was earmarked for growth by the cemetery. Now
earmarked for housing.With regard to making comments, the council adopted a policy of all discussion had to be
made by email or writing this is a disadvantage to everybody who needs help with the computer or expressing
themselves. | went to the council to discus my main interest and was told by the planning team that it had to be by
email or written input.When | approached a member of the Town Council to discuss items in the document there
comment was that the document had been debated by them in Allerdale therefore they could not pass comment at
the Town council. This was not a planning input it was a policy input to the development team and therefore in my
opinion not correct

Proper consultation with the residents that are residing in the town.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Concerns are noted. The revised town centre boundary for Cockermouth has been developed through several
rounds of consultation and has been amended following the comments received to the Preferred Options. The
approach is therefore considered to be both sound and robust. Consultation has been carried out in accordance
with the relevant planning regulations and is fully documented. Full details of the consultation undertaken, and
representations made during the development of the Local Plan are contained in the Consultation Statement and
accompanying appendices. A response to Preferred Options representations was published alongside the Allerdaie
Local Plan Pre-Submission Draft and is now contained within the Consultation Statement. All interested parties
including those submitting comments have be sent correspondence related to the Publication of the Local Plan.

No
No action required.
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RepiD: ~ 37/ 80 CompanylOrganisation: . English Heritage . Document ‘1P

" Name: Ms - E . Hrycan . =% Policy: ©  DM10 5
Support/Ohject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy would benefit with reference to local character and context and not just conservation areas and listed
buildings. The term designated and undesignated heritage assets and/or historic environment should be included
which would ensure that it covers everything.

Full This policy would benefit with reference to local character and context and not just conservation areas and listed
Response:  puildings. The term designated and undesignated heritage assets and/or historic environment should be included
which would ensure that it covers everything.

Changes :  Insert local character and context. Refer to designated and undesignated assets and the historic environment as a
whole.

Council's  The Plan would benefit from the changes suggested.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action: The policy and accompanying text have been amended refer to the local character and context as appropriate.

Additionally, references to heritage assets has been corrected.

: Docu'me'nt: “LP

RepID: =~ 6/ 14 Conqp;uny!(_)rg_:’a_niéaticn: " Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Envir

ERlTa B

_ Name: Mis S - Hemsley-Rose . '~~~ Policy: - DMi2 " =
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary: FORCE support Policy DM12.

Full Friends of Rural Cumbria’s Environment support the incorporation of low carbon/renewable energy sources in new
Response:  construction through the addition of solar pansls and consideration of the orientation of buildings etc.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A,
Action: No action required.

Page 325 of 367



Rep 1D: ~16/. 13 CompanylOrganisation: Home‘Bui!def‘sFedération < . Document: P ¢

; © Name: Mr M Good . - Policy: - DM1Z .
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  The policy is unsound as it has not been adequately assessed for its impact on the viability of housing delivery and
hence on the implementation of the plan, as required by the NPPF

Full The Government's national standards for construction are set out within the Building Regulations. As part of these
Response:  regulations developers are required to achieve a 44% reduction in carbon emissions from the 2010 baseline from
2014 onwards, rising to 100% from 2016.

The Code for Sustainable Homes is a voluntary set of national standards devised by the house building industry.
Since it is voluntary the Council should not attempt to make such standards mandatory.

In addition the Council's own viability study indicates significant viability issues within the current market. This policy
would place additional and unnecessary burdens upon the development industry will have the effect of seriously
compromising the Councils ability to deliver its strategy.

Changes: The HBF recommend the policy be deleted.

Council's Do not accept. This policy does not require, but encourages the achievement of Code 4. This is with the exception

Response:  of water conservation, for which development will still be required to achieve Code 4 as this has been identified as a
local priority.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep ID: - 58 J",:.:l 1.1'8 © Company/Organisation: Story Homes - ‘Document: LP :1-“

Name: - e 0B - " Policy: et DM12
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The policy approach to require Code Level 4 is not justified and the Council's own Viability Study indicates
significant viability issues within the current market. In addition, it is noted that the policy refers to the Code for
Sustainable Homes in full,

Full The policy approach to require Code Level 4 is not justified and the Council’s own Viability Study indicates

Response:  significant viability issues within the current market. In addition, it is noted that the policy refers to the Code for
Sustainable Homes in full, however the Viability Assessment is only considered in relation to impact on compliance
with building regulations. Therefore there are inconsistencies in the way in which the code has been assessed and
is applied in the emerging plan policy and in the Viability Assessment. There is no justification to support this policy
approach and the whele policy should be deleted.

Changes :

Council's Do not agree. This policy does not require, but encourages the achievement of Code 4. This is with the exception
Response: of water conservation, for which development will still be required to achieve Code 4 as this has been identified as a
local priority.

Change : No

Action: No changes required.
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p ID: 42 10 - Company/Organisation: - - ) U Document: - P

" Name: Ms . M - B Fitzgerélﬁ e Pollcy . - DM13-
Support/Object: Suppo_rt Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy DM13.

Full It is reassuring to note that care will be taken to avoid unnecessary and unsightly development. There is reference

Response:  in paragraph 375 to the adverse impact of the tall vertical structures which characterise this type of development
and how it can combine negatively with other development such as wind turbines. As Allerdale is already host to
62% of onshore wind turbines in Cumbria, the cumulative impact of tall, vertical structures must be an important
consideration in respect of future proposals.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Rep 1D - 217 17 Company/Organisation:.. Mobile Operators Association - — fbpcum'e‘ht:ﬁﬁ“i'_P

“ policy:J . DMI3 . .

R “ " Name: ‘:;.i‘ e
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Woe support the inclusion of a telecommunications policy within the emerging local plan however there are some
concerns regarding the wording.

Full Paragraph 42 of the National Planning Pelicy Framework (NPPF) confirms that; advanced, high quality
Response:  communications infrastructure is essential for sustainable economic growth and play a vital role in enhancing the
provision of local community facilities and services.
Paragraph 43 confirms that in preparing local plans, local planning authorities should support the expansion of
telecommunications networks, but should also aim to keep the numbers of radio telecommunications masts and
sites for such installations to a minimum consistent with the efficient operation of the network. Existing masts,
buildings and other structures should be used, unless the need for a new site has been justified.

While we support the inclusion of a telecommunications policy within the emerging local plan, we have the following
concerns about the draft wording of Policy DM 13: Telecommunications Development
g) Where the proposal is on or near and education facility, the relevant body has been consulted on the proposal

The MOA's concern relates to the suggestion that the Operators should undertake pre application consultation with
educational facilities which are located ‘near’ a proposed telecommunications site.Paragraph 59 of the Code of Best
Practice on Mobile Phone Network Development states that; there are no hard and fast rules for determining
whether a base station is near a school or college for the purposes of pre-application consultation. The institutions
concerned need to be considered on a case-by-case basis in the light of local circumstances. We consider that the
Council's suggested consultation with educational facilities is excessive and that the advice provided in the Code of
Best Practice on Mobile Phone Network Development is more effective and results in a more meaningful
consultation exercise. On that basis, we request that paragraph g is deleted.In summary, while we support the
inclusion of Policy DM13 relating to telecommunications developments, we consider that the section discussed
above is overly restrictive and therefore request that it be removed from the policy.

Changes: Regquest that paragraph g of policy is deleted.

Council's  The Council maintains that consultation with the relevant body prior to submission of an application is an
Response:  appropriate requirement. It is intended that quality pre-application engagement will ensure that proposals can
proceed without complication and delay.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. Welcome the inclusion of this policy and reference to heritage assets.

Full The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and
Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment should be considered in the delivering a number of
other planning objectives. Welcome the inclusion of this policy and reference to heritage assets.

Changes :

Council's Noted

Response:
Change : No Change
Action: No further action

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is supported.

Full Telecommunications are of very important in breaking down the issues of isolation faced by Cumbria. This policy
Response:  grants support for appropriately sited telecommunications development and is supported.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
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RepiD: ~ 16/ 14 CompanyiOrganisation: . Home Builders Federation . Document: 1P .. - L

Name: Mr M~ Good . Policy:  DM14ic o
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  This policy is considered unsound as it is not justified or consistent with national policy with regards to the
requirement for 30 dwellings per hectare.

Full The policy requires as a starting point new housing development to be at a density of 30 dwellings per hectare and

Response:  any variance from this will require justification on behalf of the developer. It is also questionable whether such a
requirement creates good design, the developers design and access statement should be used to judge such
issues. The Council will be aware that the NPPF no longer requires such a minimum density and therefore the policy
would create an unwarranted additional burden upon developers.

Changes:  The density element of the policy be deleted.

Council's  The reference within this policy to density represented a starting point for discussion, based upon a previously
Response: accepted standard. However it is accepted that using a specific figure of 30 dwellings per hectare does not reflect
the principal of assessing appropriate density case by case.

Change:  pgrjgl

Action: This policy has been amended to state. ".. A key objective of the Council is to ensure effective and efficient use of
land. Therefore the density of development will be determined appropriate to its context and nature on a case by
case basis and in full discussion with the Council”.

Rep Iq: 37[ 82 Co’mpéhy]Organisatior;:. : Eng]_is'h Hériiagé d B chumeht:.‘ LP . e
g . .Nameﬁ Ms E Hrycan Pohcy DMM
Support/Object: éoundlUnsound: Positively Prepared: Eff.eclive:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the inclusion of this policy in the Plan. The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive
strategy for the conservation, enhancement and enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment
should be considered in the delivering a number of other planning objectives. As the plan is read as a whole, we
support this policy.

Full We welcome the inclusion of this policy in the Plan. The NPPF requires that plan policies should contain a positive

Response:  sirategy for the conservation, enhancement and enjoyment of the historic environment. The historic environment
should be considered in the delivering a number of other planning objectives. As the plan is read as a whole, we
support this policy.

Changes :  Whilst we welcome that development should take advantage of historic assets. Preference should be to include
reference to NPPF wording of conserve/preserve and enhance.

PR P — EoR—

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change : No Change
Action: No further action
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Rép ID: 584 19 'Com_panyloménisauoﬁ:' ‘Story Homes p— Document: LF"W R

| . Name: . . Policy: 5. DM14 .-
Support/Chject: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: NPPF does not require minimum densities for developments and there is no justification for such an approach within
the plan or evidence base. The emerging plan includes policies relating to good design and approach to good
design and design and access statements should be the tool to determine the appropriate level of density.

Full NPPF does not require minimum densities for developments and there is no justification for such an approach within

Response:  the plan or evidence base. The emerging plan includes policies relating to good design and approach to good
design and design and access statements should be the tool to determine the appropriate level of density. This
element of the policy should be deleted. Whilst fundamental issues are raised with the current plan approach Story
Homes remain committed to working with the Authority to ensure a robust and workable plan is delivered
expediently. As already discussed its considered that a meeting with the HBF representative and Story Homes
representatives as soon as possible would be advantageous to discuss a way forward and how the Authority are
considering addressing the substantive issues raised.

Changes :

Council's  The reference within this policy to density represented a starting point for discussion, based upon a previously
Response: accepted standard. However it is accepted that using a specific figure of 30 dwellings per hectare does not reflect
the principal of assessing appropriate density case by case.

Change:  partial

Action: This policy has been amended 1o state: ".. A key objective of the Council is to ensure effective and efficient use of
land. Therefore the density of development will be determined appropriate to its context and nature on a case by
case basis and in full discussion with the Council".

LP

o Documénti
DM16 .

Rep ID: :12[ S Company/Orgariisation: "

Ms M s ‘F-ﬁ'zgerald ias P P:’i."'v_:'

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Respondent supports Policy DM16.

Full This is to be applauded alongside policy $S30 which seeks to encourage the reuse of previously developed land in
Response:  preference to greenfield sites which are likely to be of greater environmental value.

Changes :

Council’s  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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epID: 164 - 11 éémhanyfdfééh?sgﬁon:' "Hdrﬁe-Bt;Iiders‘Federatioﬁ‘“: — Dotument; 3;_LP'

Name: Mr M. Good . oy Policy: . '.DM’I_G
Support/Object: QObject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  The approach set out in the policies is unsound as the preference for the reuse of land and sequential test is
unjustified, ineffective and not consistent with national policy.

Full The NPPF provides no justification for the prioritisation of brownfield sites over and above greenfield sites. The

Response:  Council also have not provided any compelling evidence upon why it should depart from the NPPE. if a site is in a
sustainable location for housing, or indeed other forms of development, and is required to achieve the housing
requirement then there is no reason to delay granting permission. In addition the sequential test requirement of the
policies against which developers must demonstrate a lack of suitable and available previously developed sites
within the settlement is unjustified under the NPPF and places an additional burden upon the developer.

Paragraph 111 of the NPPF does allow local authorities to set a target for the development of brownfield land
providing this can be justified. It is, however, important to note that the achievement of such a target should not
delay other suitable sites coming forward but rather be a target for the whole of the pian period not for a single year.

The HBF are concerned that the policy could prove contrary to the delivery of the annual targets set out in the
housing trajectory. This could cause problems for the Council if certain key brownfield sites fail to come forward at
the pace expected. The Council will be aware that paragraph 49 of the NPPF cautions that relevant policies for the
supply of housing should not be considered up-to-date if the local planning authority cannot demonstrate a five-year
supply of deliverable housing sites.

Changes : |t is therefore recommended that the Council remove the second paragraph from policy S30 and delete policy DM16.

Council's  Whilst the NPPF does not require targets for previously developed land, it does encourage the effective reuse of

Response:  brownfield land. In order to maximise the reuse of land, wherever possibie, we consider the sequential approach for
development over a certain size threshold to be an appropriate approach. The Council has clarified however that the
sequential test will apply only to windfall development on greenfield sites.

Change : No

Action: Clarification that the sequential test for previously developed land will only apply for windfall development on
greenfield sites.

Rep ID: . '55 I" 43 Companylorﬁanisatidh: . Cumnbria County Cbunc;ll"j‘ L 9 bbcumenu ; LP"':‘-
o . Name: Mr Michael Bamy . Polley DM
SupporUObject: .Support Sound/Unsound: . Paositively Prepared: Effec-tive:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy helpfully sets out the scales of development after which schemes must demonstrate the site is
sequentially appropriate.

Full This policy helpfully sets out the scales of development after which schemes must demonstrate the site is
Response:  sequentially appropriate. These are: 151. By aiding the prioritisation of PDL this policy should help to secure the
development is located in the most appropriate and sequentially acceptable locations.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.
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Support/Object: Object - Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Reports specific incident of hedgerow poisoning in Crosscanonby.

Full DM17, Para 388. "Hedgerows are valuable environmental resource.” Previously reported poisoning of hedgerows
Response:  on Crosscanonby Road continues in spite of instruction to contrary.

Changes :

Council's It is considered that this response relates to a site specific issue and does not reftect upon the soundness of the
Response: policy or Plan. This issue will be taken forward as a customer query.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO feel the Policy requires more detail.

Full The group agrees with this principle but has concerns that again there is no definition and measure who decides
Response:  what is important to preserve and by what measure.

It is supported that a tree and hedgerow assessment is included in all planning applications.

Changes :
—

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Actlon: No action required.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Preference would be for a plan and table to illustrate/outline the historic environment in Allerdale.

Full Preference would be for a plan and table to illustratefoutiine the historic environment in Allerdale.
Response:

Changes :

Council's Noted. The Site Allocation process will produce a Proposals Map that will clearly show heritage assets and
Response: designations.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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epID: - 37/ 84 .CompanylOrganisation: - EngiishHeritage ~ ~ Documenk LP. . -

Name: Ms: E ~ Hrycan .- . Policy: Ap 'pendi_x_ ‘
- Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legaily Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  We will support this indicator subject to the inclusionsfamendments being incorporated.
Full We will support this indicator subject to the inclusions/amendments being incorporated.
Response:
Changes:  Number of buildings at risk should be amended to read
designated heritage assets at risk
Target or objective for this should be year on year reduction
The target/objective for the number of development consents against English Heritage advice would be none
Council's  Amendments accepted.
Response:
Change:  agcepted.
Actlon: Changes have been addressed.
Rep ID: - 43 I 18,05 Qompanlergéniéaﬁon: * Susco (Sustainabfe Cockermouth -’A' " Document: LP
B e ST Nemer i M Porter it Al e Appendix
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  SUSCO raise various issues with the Strategy for Infrastructure.
Full Daoc. 3 Strategy For Infrastructure April 2013 Section 3 : Baseline Assessment
Response:
Roads Network stress is defined as any part of the network where the ratio of flow to capacity is above 0.90 (or 90%
capacity) 3.1 Network Stress data based on survey work in and around Cockermouth: although none of the highway
links experience stress above 90% it is noted that consideration should be given to junction capacities and non-
highway routes therefore localised issues exist. There are also assessments on Educational Provision, Health Care
Prov. Water and WWTW capacities. Other points of reference include: Measuring levels of accessibility to
infrastructure items Criticality of infrastructure items 4.3 Population and Household growth data.
4.15 The central strategic policy is: S§2: Sustainable Development Principles, which contains a number of relevant
elements, such as: 4. Ensure that development will not harm highway safety 5. Does not result in undue traffic
congestion Doc. 4 Planning Statement in prep. for Planning App. re:Fitz Road June 2010.
Page 9 is very relevant: I've included the main section in full. Consideration of proposals/submissions made under
the SHLAA process is also relevant. The following major sites, including this one, were considered in the
Assessment. It should be noted that some sites proposed have been amalgamated into single sites where
boundaries are contiguous and that some other, smaller sites on the east of the town were also rejected on highway
grounds. Site Comments in the Assessment Land south east of Lorton Road = Major Highway constraints Land
east of the Cemetery and Strawberry How = Major highway constraints Land west of Simonsczles Lane = Major
Highway constraints Land adjacent to the Fitz Smell issues from sewage works, development in open countryside.
divorced from settlement, landscape impacts. Clearly the above sites east of the town centre together with some
other smaller sites have highway issues and on current evidence these are insurmountable without major, probably
public secter, investment; this could include a new junction to the AB6 Trunk Road. It is interesting to note that the
sites east of the town have not been discarded on grounds of landscape impact or as being divorced from the
settlerent even though they clearly encroach upon open countryside and most significantly the boundary of the
Lake District National Park. A very interesting paragraph to end with Some of these peints can be referenced to
CCC: The Cockermouth LDF Transport Study Modelling Results. 2012.and 1o expand our info.base.
Changes :
Council's  Comments noted.
Response:
Change : No
Action:

No action required.

Page 333 of 367




Rep ID: -~ 50§ 4 ComﬁanyIOrgénisaﬁqn: Envionment Agency : ~ Document: P

Name: Mr . Jeremy Puckup - - . Peliey:. - Appendix -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggestion for changes to Monitoring and Implementation: fo include reference to exemptions test.

Full Appendix 6 Monitoring and implementation $S29 Flood Risk and Surface Water Drainage; notes (page 200); suggest

Response:  reference to the Exception Test is added to application of the Sequential Test. Suggest change to: Detail proposals
accepted in zones 3 & 2 subject to mitigation measures following application of the Sequential Test and passing the
Exception Test (where required).

Changes:  Appendix 6 - Monitoring and implementation $29 Flood Risk and Surface Water Drainage; notes {page 200);
suggest reference to the Exception Test is added to application of the Sequential Test. Suggest change to: Detail
proposals accepted in zones 3 & 2 subject to mitigation measures following application of the Sequential Test and
passing the Exception Test {(where required).

Council's  Suggestion accepted.
Response:

Change : Yeos

Action: Appendix 6 {$28) amended to include number of applications approved in Flood Zones 2 & 3 post successful
exception tests.
Rep .!D? 644 12, ComﬁéanOEQahf'saﬂdﬁi United U_Iliities N N ] " Document: [P’
' . Name: Ms - Jenny - Hope © . Policy:  Appendix
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Suggested additions
Full We wish to highlight some additional text and minor amendments (to appendix 7):
Response:
Changes: 2. Upgrade wastewater treatment works at Cockermouth with associated upgrades to the sewerage network. In

addition, rationlisation and/or local improvements of the smailler works in the Borough will be undertaken where
feasible and necessary to meet the housing and economic growth requirements.
3. United Utilities will develop a project to secure drinking water supplies to West Cumbria following changes to the
abstraction regime at Ennerdale.’

Council's  Changes accepted.

Response:

Change:  Accepted.

Action: Changes made as suggested.
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RepID: 37/ -85 CompanyiOrganisation: ' English Hentage = ' Document: SA .
e : r'-.Name: Ms E - Hrycap ol S _ Poliéy: _. = 33 |
Support/Object: V Soundlunsound: F.'ositiverPrep-ared: Eﬂ'ecti\;e: -
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA conclusion that the increase in employment and localised wealth will contribute to creating
a community with & strong sense of local history.The Local Plan policy does not make reference to the impact of
employment and development

Full We disagree with the SA conclusion that the increase in employment and localised wealth will contribute to creating

Response:  a community with a strong sense of local history. The Local Plan policy does not make reference to the impact of
employment and development on the historic environment and reflection of character and appearance of the local
areas. Therefore, any proposals would not reflect this.

Changes :

Council's  The conclusion in the SA was not that the policy will create a strong sense of local history, but rather it has the

Response: potential to benefit other aspects of the SA Objective including creating vibrant, active and open minded
communities. On further consideration of the point raised by EH the appraisal has been updated to include both
potential beneficial and adverse effects.

Change : Partially accepted.
Action: The appraisal has been updated to include both potential beneficial and adverse effects.

Réﬁ iD: 37j' :”_’,"'8611{ Cqm_pgnyldrgahisétibn} - English Heritage' B Documeflt: CSA - &

Nanieﬁ ‘Ms . E k- Hrycan & PP“‘_«'-TY" s 363" o
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will protect and preserve conservation areas in Workington.
There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town and
therefore it is difficult to understand the impact on local character in respect to sympathelic development when detail
on local character in the Plan has not been included.

Full We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will protect and preserve conservation areas in Workington.

Response:  There has heen no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town and
therefore it is difficult to understand the impact on local character in respect to sympathetic development when detail
on local character in the Plan has not been included.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Since this point has been raised by EH assessment tabie has been revised.

Change:  partially accept.

Action: Since this point has been raised by EH we have added the following caveat to the assessment table: 'However an
assessment of the historic environment in the area must be conducted in order to understand the impact of new
development on the local character.'
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epiD: 37) 87 CompanylOrganisation: _English Heritage * .~ Document: SA . . ..

LEAGEEy o vame: M CEn. . Hyean o Pollan i Sfhs
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will have no significant effect on the built environment in
Maryport. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town
and therefore it is difficult to understand the impact on the built environment, when an assessment of the historic
assets In the Plan has not been included.

Full We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will have no significant effect on the built environment in

Response:  Maryport. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town
and therefore it is difficult to understand the impact on the built environment, when an assessment of the historic
assets in the Plan has not been included.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Since this point has been raised by EH assessment table has been revised.

Change:  partially Accepted

Action: The following caveat has been added to the assessment table: 'l is essential that an assessment of the historic
environment in Maryport is conducted in order to ascertain the impact new development will have on the character
of the area.'

'Dq_cumént: CBAT v

Rép iD: 37 f‘ 88 ° i C@mpannyrgaﬁisationi lEngIr.sh Heritégé .
L R S e el “oPoliey: [ 8B -

_ - Name: Ms E .- Hrycan . -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA that states that this policy will be beneficial to the areas of cultural and heritage importance
within Cockermouth. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in
the town and therefore

Full We disagree with the SA that states that this policy will be beneficial to the areas of cultural and heritage importance
Response:  within Cockermouth. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in
the town and therefore it is difficult to establish what is important, when this has not been included in the Plan.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

Since this point has been raised by EH "assessment table has been revised.

Change:  parialiy accept.

Action: The following caveat has been added: It is essential that an assessment of the historic environment in Cockermouth
is conducted in order o ascertain the impact new development will have on the character of the area.

Page 336 of 367




Rep'lD: . 3'” | 89 B 'Compén;yIOrganisatim;: English Heritage ‘ 'j:"_ Docurnent: SA st

.. Name: Ms- E . Hrycan = P"“"’f’ S6d - -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: . Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA that this policy will be beneficial 1o the historic environment and landscape features in
Wigton. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town
and therefore it is difficult to

Full We disagree with the SA that this policy will be beneficial to the historic environment and landscape featurss in
Response:  Wigton. There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town
and therefore it is difficult to determine what the historic environment is, when this has not been included in the Plan.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: | is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.

The SA remains as writlen.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
RepID: .° 37/ 90 Cbmpannyrganisation_: . English Hefftége ' . ._-'-‘D'ocument_l SA -~ 7
pry ¥ © " Name: MS E "szcan ., « Po!iéy: Ste
Supporﬁoi:.jec-t: V V Soun&!Unsnund: P.ositively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will have a posilive effect on the historic environment of Silloth.
There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town and
therefore it is difficult to understand any significance and what should be conserved and enhanced.

Full We disagree with the SA which states that this policy will have a positive effect on the historic environment of Silloth.
Response:
There has been no proper description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the town and
therefore it is difficult to understand any significance and what should be conserved and enhanced.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.

Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan. S6e positively impacts aspects of landscape quality and the built environment. This does not mean that we
expect it to have a positive impact on the historical asssts of the area, however, they are one of several features. It
is also anticipated that sympathetic developments in conservation areas will encourage people to maintain listed
buildings which is considered to be a positive impact.

The SA remains as written.
Change:  partially accept.

Action: No action required.
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epiD: .37/ 91 CompanylOrganisation: . EnglshHentage . ~* : . . .Document: SA

."Name: Ms “E. . Hycan
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA, that this policy has any positive impacts on the historic environment nor helps retain
individual character and design in the local environment in Aspatria. There has been no proper description or
assessment been made of the histo

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy has any positive impacts on the historic environment nor helps retain

Response:  ndividual character and design in the local environment in Aspatria. There has been no proper description or
assessment been made of the historic environment in the town or locality and therefere it is difficult to understand
what its character is.

Changes :

Council's  The introduction to the area based policy provides a focused summary of the main issues and features of the area.
Response: |t is accepted that further emphasis of the historic environment would help set the context for the policy and rest of
the Plan.
The SA remains as written,

Change:  parially accept.
Action: No action required.

. 37 j' ; 92 Cohpany_]Organisaﬁon; ) Engli.shrl'.!.eritage- 2 ﬁﬁcﬁménf: SA i

Name: Ms. E ~ ' Hycan . CPoliey: 513 .
SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA that this policy will be ‘potentially beneficial’ to the Borough's historic ports nor will it benefit
the historic environment. No identification or assessment has been made of the historic harbours in Allerdale.

Fulil We disagree with the SA that this policy will be ‘potentially beneficial’' to the Borough's historic ports nor will it benefit
Response: the historic environment. No identification or assessment has been made of the historic harbours in Allerdale nor an
assessment been made of their character or contribution.

Changes :

Council'’s  After discussion with English Heritage it was accepted that the Plan requires clarity regarding the reference to the
Response: term ‘historic’ ports, and therefore changes have been made to the policy.

Change:  No change
Action: References to ‘historic’ ports has been clarified accordingly.
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ep ID 37] 93 - CompanyiOrganisation: “English Heritage ' ' Gocument: SA :

MName: Ms E - Hrycan - . Policy:. 8177
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: We disagree with the SA, that this policy will ensure that development is appropriate to the area. The policy fails to
relate to the requirements of the NPPF when considering the impact of development on heritage assets and
applying different weights dependent on designation and on conserving their significance.

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy will ensure that development is appropriate to the area. The policy fails to
Response: refate to the requirements of the NPPF when considering the impact of development on heritage assets and
applying different weights dependent on designation and on conserving their significance.

Changes :

Council's  Policy 517 has been revised o ensure it contains a positive strategy for the conservation, enhancement and

Response:  enjoyment of the historic environment. The Plan should be read as whole, therefore it is considered that repetition
as requested is not required. The council will take new developments on a case by case basis and will assess the
surrounding area when making planning decisions. This policy states that developments should be appropriate for
the area, therefore, the SA considers $17 to be beneficial.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
Rep ID; LEE] '_ 94 Companlergén_i#étion:' .'Engl‘ls'h_ Hérifage (E : wa‘".,.e'!mv_ SA .
- _ e Name: Ms E :._ : Hlyqian : N Poﬁcy.; ] 318 1 =
Support/Object: | SoundfUnsound; Positively frépared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Woe disagree with the SA, that this policy will have no significant effect on the built environment. The Plan does not
identify what the built environment is on the site, nor does it make any assessment of historic assets and the
contribution they make to the site.

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy will have no significant effect on the built envirenment. The Plan does not
Response: identify what the built environment is on the site, nor does it make any assessment of historic assets and the
contribution they make to the site.

Changes :

Council's  Following comments regarding $18 the policy has been revised. A central aim of the policy is to ensure that a full
Response: assessment is made of the historic environment te inform any development proposal. The Plan should be read as a
whole.

The assessment (SA) has been revised as appropriate.
Change : No

Action: No change required.
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,'ep:ID: 3? [ 95 Comﬁénylbrgahisaﬁo‘n'i -'Eng.'lish. Hériiae P . Document: SA

Name: Ms 'E - Hryean - . Pefiey . 820
Support/Object: SoundfUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA, that this pelicy will not have any significant impact on the built environment. The NPPF
requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the historic environment. Therefore, reference to the
historic environment

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy will not have any significant impact on the built environment. The NPPF
Response:  requires that plan policies should contain a positive strategy for the historic environment. Therefore, reference to the
historic environment needs to be included in the policy on NSIPs.

Changes :

Council's  The Plan should be read as whole.This additional criteria would not be appropriate in Policy $20. Nationally

Response:  Significant Infrastructure Projects are submitted to the Planning Inspectorate Major Infrastructure Unit and
determined by the Secretary of State. The SA does not Policy S20 will not have any significant impact on the built
environment.

Change : No

Agction: No change required.

Rep ID: . 37 ! 96 Company/Organisation: Engissh Heﬁtég& : ' :  Document: - SA

Name: Ms E -~ Hrycan ~ Polley: . 8§25 .0
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We disagree with the SA, that this policy will be ‘potentially beneficial’ to the Borough's open spaces nor will it
benefit the historic environment. No identification or assessment has been made of the historic parks and gardens
nor assessment been made of the historic parks and gardens nor assessment been made of their character or
contribution.

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy will be ‘potentially beneficial’ to the Borough's open spaces nor will it
Response:  benefit the historic environment. No identification or assessment has been made of the historic parks and gardens
nor assessment been made of their character or contribution.

Changes :

Council's It is considered that this policy has no significant effect on the historic landscape. However, the assessment (SA)
Response:  has been revised and it makes clear, there are potential beneficial effects to the rest of the built environment.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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"_e'p D: 37 97 _ ¢9mpanyibrganisaﬁor_1: English Herl'tag-é-:{ - 5 Db'c':umeﬁt:"j SA i Eo

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: We disagree with the SA, that this policy will be beneficial to the historic environment of Allerdale. There has been
no proper, accurate description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the Borough and therefore
it is difficult to establish what is important, whien this has not been included in the Plan.

Full We disagree with the SA, that this policy will be beneficial to the historic environment of Allerdale. There has been

Response:  no proper, accurate description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the Borough and therefore
it is difficult to establish what is important, when this has not been included in the Plan. The Plan also provides little
guidance on development that affects archaeological assets nor does it apply policy that relates to specific aspects .
of the historic environment in Allerdale.

Changes :

Council's  The policy has been revised according to EH comment on 527, to address concerns. Furthermore, the spatial
Response: portrait, area based introductions as well as Policy $27 intreduction have been updated as appropriate to provide
context. This has been discussed with English Heritage.

Due to the high level of the SA it is considered that the importance of the historic environment in the area of
development will be assessed at the time of planning application.

Change : No

Action: No changes required

IRep'ID: 37 a8 i qqmpanyidrganisationﬁ : English Hefiiage ~ 7h, o Documel!t:_- éA et

. Name: Ms =R g Hryéan E % Pollcy E H 328 e
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The SA policy reference should match that of the Local Plan, and therefore should read $28 not $29. We disagree
with the SA that this policy will be majorly beneficial to the historic environment of Allerdale. There has been no
proper, accurate description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the Borough and therefore it is
difficult to establish what is important, when this has not been included in the Plan.

Full The SA policy reference should match that of the Local Plan, and therefore should read S28 not $29. We disagree

Response:  with the SA that this policy will be majorly beneficial to the historic environment of Allerdale. There has been no
proper, accurate description or assessment been made of the historic environment in the Borough and therefore it is
difficult to establish what is impartant, when this has not been included in the Plan. The Plan provides little guidance
on development that affects archaeological assets nor applies a policy to specific aspects of the historic
environment in Allerdale. The Plan therefore does not provide a robust policy for the assessment of development
that would affect the historic environment.

Changes :

Council's  Error in title corrected. Furthermore, the spatial portrait, area based introductions as well as Policy S27 introduction
Response:  have been updated as appropriate to provide context. This has been discussed with English Heritage.

Limitation of development near the WHS is considered to be a major benefit even without an assessment of the
surrounding historic environment. It is still assumed that this assessment will take place during the planning decision

making.
Change:  pgrijally Accept
Action: Error corrected.
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op ID: _37) g9 . Company/Organisation: EnghSh Hefiiége =y : : _quument: BEA e |

Name: Ms. €  © Hrycan S . Peliey IS37L.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: . Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Woe disagree with the assessment that this policy would be minor beneficial in meeting SA Obj. EN3. There has
been no assessment made of Allerdales’s most important assets including outstanding scenery, seascapes and
historic harbours within the Plan.

Full We disagree with the assessment that this policy would be minor beneficial in meeting SA Obj. EN3. There has

Response:  been no assessment made of Allerdales’s most important assets including outstanding scenery, seascapes and
historic harbours within the Plan. Therefore, the policy does not help new development to be appropriate to coastal
and countryside character. :

Changes :

Council's  After discussion with English Heritage it was accepted that the Plan requires clarity regarding the reference to the
Response: term ‘historic’ ports, and therefore changes have been made to the policy.

Change : No

Action: No change required.

ReplD: 46/ ~ 5 ' :CompanyiOrganisation: NaturalEngland . ~ . : - ' Document HRA. . '

Name: Mr - Janet  Baguley . . - = Poliey: &7 :
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary.  The criteria of selecting sites within 15km of the borough is perfectly acceptable as a guideline but should not be
used as a definitive way of identifying which European sites should be considered in the Habitats Regulations
Assessment.

Full 3.4 Summary of Qualifying Features

Response: A general comment to make is in relation to the criteria used to select the European sites being assessed. The
criteria of selecting sites within 15km of the borough is perfectly acceptable as a guideline but should not be used as
a definitive way of identifying which European sites should be considered in the Habitats Regulations Assessment.
The criteria used to identify European sites should be related to the potential impact pathways in the context of
proposed growth outlined in the plan, for example, the impacts of a new major housing development could have
impacts much further than 15km away. As a general guide, and subject to case-by-case analysis, the following are
likely to be relevant: a) all sites within the plan area; b} all sites downstream-of the plan area in the case of river or
estuary sites; ¢) all peatland and other wetland sites with significant hydrological links to land within the plan area,
irrespective of distance from the plan area; d} all sites which have significant ecological links with land in the plan
area, for example, land used by bats or migratory birds, which also use a SAC or SPA respectively, at different times
of the year; e) all sites within Skm of the plan area boundaries that may be affected by local recreational or other
visitor pressure from within the plan area; f) all sites within about 20km of the plan area that comprise major
(regional or national) visitor attractions such as promoted National Nature Reserves, coastal sites and sites in major
tourist or visitor destinations such as AONBs and National Parks; g) all sites that are used for, or could be affected
by, water abstraction irrespective of distance from the plan area; h} all sites used for, or could be affected by,
discharge of effluent from waste water treatment works or other waste management streams serving land in the plan
area, irrespective of distance from the plan area. Notwithstanding the above, Natural England considers that there
have been no omissions as a result of the chosen methodology, however further justification would be useful to
ensure all potential impacts pathways have been considered. This point is further highlighted in relation to 6.15.3
(Drigg Coast SAC)

Changes :

Council's  Accepted. Changes required to improve clarity of the HRA,

Response:
Change:  pariially Accept
Action: HRA updated accordingly.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.

Page 342 of 367



Rep ib:'_‘-:fb‘t;'('i!,‘g 6 = Company/Organisation: - Néiui;él_E_ngland . : " Document: - HRA

‘Name: Mr . Janet *. Baguley | Poliey.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Questions terminclogy used in the HRA.

Full Terminology. The terminology used in the report to describe the HRA process is often inaccurate, and there appears

Response:  to be some confusion between the different stages of the process. For example the use of the term ‘significant
adverse effects’ in relation to the screening stage. There are two separate stages in the HRA process and there
should be clear disparity between the two; those of likely significant effect (LSE) and adverse effects on integrity, the
latter being considered at Appropriate Assessment (AA) stage (for example 4.6.6 Tourism, Coastal and Countryside
Recreation, paragraph 8).

Changes :

Council's  Accepted. Changes required to improve clarity of the HRA.

Response:
Change:  pariaily accepted
Action: HRA updated accordingly.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.

Rep'l_D: - 464 7. CompanylOrganisation: : Natural England : : i . Document: HRA © - S

» -Name: Mr . Janet . Baguley : ;. Peliey: . o
Support/Ohject: Sound/Unscund: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Discounting impacts on Drigg SAC because it lies outside the 15km assessment area is not a justified reason with
respects to the Habitats Regulations.

Full 6.15.3 Drigg Coast SAC Local Plan Policies identified as having potential adverse effects either alone or in

Response:  combination. Discounting impacts on Drigg SAC because it lies outside the 15km assessment area is not a justified
reason with respects o the Habitats Regulations. The Local Planning Authority (LPA) is correct to include it in the
assessment because they have correctly identified that there may be impact as a result of coastal defence. The
justification to discount the potential effects is that the Shoreline Management Pian limits coastal defence schemes
in Allerdale not that the site is outside the 15km boundary.

Changes :

Council's  Wording confirmed as suitable during meeting between Allerdale BC and Natural England {19.08.13)
Response:

Change : No

Action: No changes required.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Lelter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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RepD: © 46/ 8 i CompanyiOrganisation: ' NaturalEngland © ~ ~~ ~  Document: HRA . % ..

 Name: Mr - Janet - ' Baguley . . Pefiey i oo
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggests expansion of the evidence base and changes to the terminology in the policy

Full 11.1.1 Wind Farms and other renewable developments along Solway Firth. It would have been beneficial if the LPA

Response:  had carried out further assessment in relation to the impact of renewable energy proposals on the Solway Firth.
However, provided the Local Plan does not lend support to renewable energy in this particular location then this may
not be an issue of soundness. Natural England recommends that the LPA carry out further work to help inform
future planning applications as this is likely to be an issue in the future.

Changes : it should lose the ‘significant’ to avoid confusion with Likely Significant Effect stage. Any adverse effect is
significant. These changes should also be carried through to the associated text of the policy. The Policy (S19)
should also be altered to ensure the correct terminology is used, i.e.in the policy they refer to ‘Do not have a
significant adverse effect on nature conservation features, biodiversity and geodiversity, including Natura 2000sites,
habitats and species’.

Council's It is accepted that changes suggested would improve the clarity of Policy $19 and therefore provide a better
Response: alignment with the HRA,

Change:  partiglly accepted
Action: Revise 519 with text provided by Natural England.
All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection

has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.

Rep ID: T A 9 ,:C_ompa'hy.l('_)_‘r-génisfatioh" * Natural England 2 . Docu'njeni_;:_" HRA

“i: Name: Mr  Jariet ;. Baguley - ¢~ Polioy
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Natural England would prefer to see protecting Natura 2000 sites in policy itself, not just in the associated text.

Full 11.1.4 Shoreline Management Plan. The report states that ‘ it is considered that text now included within the

Response:  Allerdale Local Plan provides adequate protection for Natura 2000 sites from adverse effects resulting from coastal
development’ Natural England would prefer to see protecting Natura 2000 sites in policy itself, not just in the
associated text.

Changes:  Natural England would prefer to see protecting Natura 2000 sites in policy itself, not just in the associated text.

Council's It is accepted that the HRA would benefit by referencing Policy $37 and paragraph 329.
Response:

Change : Partially accepted
Action: It is accepted that the HRA would benefit by referencing Policy $37 and paragraph 329.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  the Screening Table is lacking sufficient justification in determining no likely significant effect at times.

Full Appendix C Natura 2000 Screening Table. It is our opinion that the Screening Table is lacking sufficient justification

Response:  in determining no likely significant effect at times. For example increased recreational pressure has been identified
as a possible impact on River Eden SAC but the final column of the screening table determines that there will be no
risk of significant effect on the site. There is no justification provided for this determination.

Changes :

Council's [t is accepted that the HRA should be updated to reflect the comment received.

Response:

Change:  partially Accepted

Action:

Changes made as detailed in other representations

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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RepiD: . 46/ 11 CompanyOrganisation: - Natural England . . Document: - HRA . |

4§ ‘MName: Mr Janet . Baguley fohcys
Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Questions the uncertainty regarding the River Ehen SAC - Local Plan Policies identified as having potential adverse
effects either alone or in combination

Full 6.7.3 River Ehen SAC - Local Plan Policies identified as having potential adverse effects either alone or in

Response:  combination. The report states that ‘The Local Plan is therefore not anticipated to have any likely Adverse Effect on
the Integrity of the River Ehen SAC, so this site has not been taken forward to more detailed assessment.
Hydrological changes as a result of further abstraction from Ennerdale are not permitted by the Environment Agency
so any further development andfor housing would need to find an alternative water suppiy source. The Environment
Agency and United Wilities are presently in the process of investigating alternative sources."DONatural England are
aware of the consultation draft Water Resource Management Plan (currently out for consultation) that looks at three
options of new water supply, one of which is the preferred, and based on the results of the consultation United
Utilities will be committing to one of the options in the very near future. The preferred option will require a large
amount of infrastructure and could take more than 12 years to complete. The above results in uncertainty with
respect to abstraction requirements for future development proposed through the Local Plan, particularly with
respect to the southern part of Allerdale as this area currently uses water supply from Ennerdale (as outlined in the
Habitats Regulations Assessment, section 6.7.3). Additional work will be required to ensure future development can
rely on an alternative water supply as further abstraction from Ennerdale is not an option. The HRA outlines that
drawdown of water from Ennerdale at the head of the River Ehen is mainly to supply Whitehaven's water supply (in
Copeland) so Allerdale development palicies are not likely to have a significant impact on this lake. However it goes
on to state that the southemn part of Allerdale does use water supply from Ennerdale. Further clarification is required
to understand the level of proposed development in the southern part of Allerdafe and how the Local Planning
Authority intends to address water supply constraints. A possible solution is to ensure policy wording is explicit with
regard to infrastructure requirements, i.e. The release of land for development will be dependent on there being
sufficient capacity in the existing local infrastructure to meet the additional requirements arising from new
development or suitable arrangements having been put in place for the improvement of the water supply
infrastructure necessary by the development. Where there is a need for extra capacity this will need to be provided
in time to serve the development or the relevant phase of the development, in order to ensure that the environment
is not adversely affected. Such a caveat to the policy wording provides a clear steer that new infrastructure should
be in place prior to development and as a result development proposal which advance ahead of the required
infrastructure cannct draw support from the plan It is not sufficient to conclude no adverse effect simply on the
grounds that abstraction licenses will not be granted by the Envircnment Agency, the HRA needs further explanation
on this issue and the local plan should be explicit due to the level of uncertainty regarding water supply The above
issue should also be considered in the context of the Duty to Cooperate. Natural England advises that the Local
Planning Authority ensure partnership working between the Environment Agency, United Utilities and Natural
England to ensure this issue is adequately covered at Site Allocations stage in order to provide certainty on the
timescales for delivering infrastructure and further clarity on whether phasing of development will be required. This
will ensure the plan is effective in that proposed growth is deliverable over the plan pericd.

Changes: A possible solution is to ensure policy wording is explicit with regard to infrastructure requirements, i.e. The release
of land for development will be dependent on there being sufficient capacity in the existing local infrastructure to
meet the additional requirements arising from new development or suitable arrangements having been put in place
for the improvement of the water supply infrastructure necessary by the development. Where there is a need for
extra capacity this will need tc be provided in time to serve the development or the relevant phase of the
development, in order to ensure that the environment is not adversely affected.

Council's It is accepted that the Plan could be improved by using the text provided. Additionally the HRA should refer to this
Response: text,

Change : Accepted
Actian: Change the HRA accordingly and revise $3 with the text provided.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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epiD: 46) 12 Corr.lpa_nyI_Organisaﬂd.n: : Natural England - i B 'Document: HRA

Name: Mr ~Janet. =~ Baguley ~ = - Policy:
Suppoert/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Natural England request that all reference to mussels throughout the Local Plan and the HRA he corrected.

Full Natural England request that all reference to mussels throughout the Local Plan and the HRA be amended to
Response:  ‘freshwater mussels Margaritifera margaritifera'in order to avoid unwelcome attention to the animal

Changes:  All reference to mussels throughout the Local Plan and the HRA be amended to ‘freshwater mussels Margaritifera
margaritifera’in order to avoid unwelcome attention to the animal

Council's  Correction is fully accepted.

Response:
Change:  Accepted
Action: Change made to the HRA as suggested.
All changes to the Local Pian and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitied to the examination as a Core
Document.
Rep ID: 46] 130 Companlergahisa'ti'on: Natural Engiand L Bl " Document: HRA
L CreTEU L0 Name: Mr - Janet - Baguley o Poliey oo
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Questions the HRA regairding Naddle Forest SAC - Local Plan Policies identified as having potential adverse
effects either alone or in combination

Full 6.9.3 Naddle Forest SAC - Local Plan Policies identified as having potential adverse effects either alone or in

Response: combination. We are of the opinion that the justification for no likely significant effect of additional air poliution on
Naddle Forest SAC is insufficient. The plan states that ‘In-combination effects of increased vehicular pollution in this
location would be subject to regional/national policies. This site has been screened out of the Allerdale BC Local
Plan HRA assessment."0The Regional Spatial Strategy for the north west has been revoked so regional polices are
ne longer in existence and it is not clear what is meant by ‘national policies’, i.e. Natural England does not consider
that the NPPF provides measures to mitigate air pollution at a local level. Any issues relating to local and/or regional
air pollution impacts should be addressed at the local level and with cooperation between Local Planning Authorities
to consider in-combination effects.

Changes :

Council's It is accepted that the HRA should be updated to reflect the comment received.

Response:
Change:  Accepted
Action: It was agreed that in order to address this issue the HRA should be changed to state ‘In-combination effects of

increased vehicular pollution in this location would be subject to local and national policy. This site has been
screened out of the Allerdale BC Local Plan HRA assessment’

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the abjection

has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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c‘?'"pan'vf‘?rsaniéa%m Natural Engfand .. -~ ‘Document: HRA

“Neme: Mr - Janet | Baguley Policy:
7 Support/Object: Qbject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Hold the opinion that the consideration of in-combination effects has not been fully addressed in the report
Full 8. In-combination. We are of the opinion that the consideration of in-combination effects has not been fully
Response: addressed in the report. We recognise that Chapter 8 identifies a list of plans and projects that could have in-
combination effects and are taken forward to Appropriate Assessment. However, on reviewing the Appropriate
Assessment section it is not clear how they have been assessed as the plans/projects are not referred to again by
name. The in-combination assessment needs further clarity by including it in the screening process to ascertain
those effects that result in a likely significant effect alone {and therefore progress to the Appropriate Assessment
stage) and those which do not result in a likely significant effect but need to be considered in-combination. It is
necessary to ensure cross boundary impacts have been adequately addressed and this will require cooperation with
neighbouring authorities.
Changes :
T My e T P
Council's It is accepted that the HRA should be updated to reflect the comments received.
Response:
Change:  Accapted.
Action:

HRA has been updated accordingly and now includes an assessment of the in-combination effects,

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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si. Name: Mr . Janet . Baguley L Poliey: i
Support/Object: Object " Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Considers hat deferring further screening to the Site Allocations DPD is not appropriate in this case as the Local
Plan does highlight areas for growth

Full 10.0 Appropriate Assessment of Potential Significant Effects on Natura 2000 sites. 10.1.1 Solway Firth Marine Site

Response:  Water Quality and Sedementation. See comments under 11.1.3.
10.1.2 Land Take. It is our view that deferring further screening to the Site Allocations DPD is not appropriate in this
case as the Local Plan does highlight areas for growth. The report states that The extent of development proposed
within the Local Plan over the next 15 years is considered to be unlikely to exert sufficient impact on coastal areas
as most development will be centred on'Key Service Centres located outside the sensitive bird areas, apart from
Silloth. However the displacement of SPA birds should be a consideration when assessing planning applications in
more rural areas.

We recognise that growth centred on Key Service Centres is unlikely to have an adverse effect on any European
site but the report does not assess the impacts of growth in Silloth where the HRA highlights this exception. Further
justification is required with respect to the comment that ‘the displacement of SPA birds should be a consideration
when assessing planning applications in more rural areas’. It is important that the plan itself demonstrates that it wil
not result in an adverse effect on any European site and the Council, as competent autherity, should provide clear
reasoning in relation to SPA impacts as a result of development in Silloth. If impacts as a result of development in
Silloth are uncertain then this issue needs to be explored further and wiil also require further consideration at site
allocations stage. It is not appropriate o defer this issue to the project stage, particularly as the Local Plan lends
support to growth in this area.

Changes :

Council's |t is accepted that changes are required.

Response:
Change : Accepted
Action: A table of committed devefopment will be inserted into Policy 83 to indicate the level of allocations ‘outstanding’ for

Sillloth and other KSCs. Furthermore, the HRA has been revised to state 'However the displacement of SPA birds
should be a consideration in the site allocations process and planning applications .'

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document,
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Nome: Mr Jonet Baguley _P'?"_W a ¢
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary: It is our opinion that the conclusion of no adverse effect on integrity is insufficient.

Full 10.1.4 Port Development. It is our opinion that the conclusion of no adverse effect on integrity is insufficient. The

Response: report states that: In conclusion it is considered that although increased operation of the port at Silloth could
potentially result in some minor adverse effects on qualifying features these are unlikely to cause any Adverse
Effect on the Integrity of the Solway Firth Marine sites.” However, there is no clear explanation as to why it has been
determined that the adverse effects will only be minor and will not result in any adverse effect on integrity. The report
states that Allerdale Local Plan includes provision for port development at both Workington and Silloth Docks.
Movement of vessels at Silloth will be within the Solway Firth Marine Site and any updating and/or maintenance of
facilities that would be required would be subject to Habitats Regulations Assessment.” However, there is no policy
wording to this effect in the Local Ptan (Policy S3, $13, S520, $22). The report states that In terms of mitigation for
any adverse effects the port could potentially take a considerable amount of freight transport off the trunk roads
leading through the Lake District National Park and along the A595 to Carlisle, with the potential for a corresponding
reduction in traffic noise, disturbance and vehicle emissions." However there is no explanation of how this mitigation
would be achieved. Where there is the potential for harm, or where it cannot be certain that harm will not occur,
avoidance and mitigation measures must be implemented to ensure that there will not be an adverse effect.

Changes :

Council’s It is accepted that more clarity is required.

Response:

Change:  partially accepted

Action: The Policy S6 Silloth has been updated to provide addition clarity as requested and agreed.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.

Rep ID: 46 i 17 “6bn-'|pany10r§ari‘isaﬂ'on: . Natural Ehgilaﬁ”d”'“_ .'ADocﬁmé‘n't_: HRA - o '

| 07 Name: Mr . Janet Baguiéy‘_j';_}:j _quicy:‘
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Questions consistency of approach with regards to River Derwent and Bassenthwaite Lake SAC Water Quality

Full 10.3.1 River Derwent and Bassenthwaite Lake SAC Water Quality. See comments under 11.1.3.

Response:  10.3.2 Hydrology. See comments for 6.7.3. There seems to be an inconsistency of approach here, the water source
issue for River Ehen SAC was screened out at the Likely Significant Effect stage but the same issue for River
Derwent and Bassenthwaite Lake SAC was taken to the Appropriate Assessment stage..

Changes :

Council's  Accepted.

Response:
Change:  Accepted
Action: The HRA has been updated to refer to the updates to S2 and §3

All changes 1o the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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: g : * Name: . Mr i Janet 'Bagui-ey i 1 R

Support/Object:  Object Sound/Unsound: Unscund Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggests that it is not always clear from the Screening Table how the proposed mitigation will be achieved,

Full Appendix D Allerdale Local Plan Policies Screening Tables. It is not always clear from the Screening Table how the

Response:  proposed mitigation will be achieved, this is a crucial element of the HRA. For example:S13 Energy Coast
Innovation Zone we would like to see protection for designated sites in the policy itself rather than the supparting
text. it is not sufficient for the Habitats Regulation Assessment of a plan to conclude no significant effects, merely
because it contains a policy protecting internationally designated sites. Any policy introduced to remove uncertainty
should be targeted and specifically deal with the issue that is causing the uncertainty.517 Tourism, Coastal and
Countryside Recreation it is not clear how the proposed mitigation of ‘carefully managing recreation on Natura 2000
sites’ will be implemented.$24 Green Infrastructure it is not clear how the proposed mitigation to ensure that plans
to enhance natural assets to encourage visitors does not adversely affect Natura 2000 sites and to encourage use
of less sensitive sites will be achieved.

Changes :

Council's  The comments were withdrawn during meeting between Allerdale BC and Natural England (19.08.13)

Response:

Change : No

Action:

No action required.

All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection
has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.

RepID: .~ 46/ - 19 - ,Cnﬂipanyldrganisat"ioﬁ;'"' _Natufal Enig“!andj)_'::'-'- o

ety

7 Document:. HRA T e

, e " Name: Mr ' Janet *. Baguley . ¢ Peliys ui it
Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Does not believe that it is acceptable to suggest that ‘there are still issutes remaining unresolved and unmitigated”.
Full 11. Conclusions: The report states that ‘there are still issues remaining unresolved and unmitigated". This is not
Response:  acceptable, if any issues remain then they should be subject to further assessment in order to meet the
requirements of the Habitats Regulations. It then goes on to say that: This is in part due to inadequate baseling
information™, if this is the case then the Local Planning Authority has a responsibility to try and improve the baseline
information.11.1.2 Water supply/Abstraction. See previous comments under 6.7.3.
11.1.3 Water quality: The report states: It is considered that insufficient data is available to address this complex
issue, and that the competent authorities will need to study this issue in more depth to ensure that adequate
treatment of additional wastewater loads will be possible in the timescales allowed for development targets"DAs per
our comments above under chapter 11 it is not acceptable to have outstanding uncertainties at this stage. If any
issues remain then they should be subject to further assessment in order to meet the requirements of the Habitats
Regulations. More information is needed to clarify how the LPA intend to deal with this issue and how they wiil work
with the necessary bodies under the duty to cooperate? The report goes on to say it is considered that the policies
in the Local Plan cannot in themselves result in Adverse Effect on the Integrity of a Natura 2000 site because of the
stringent controls exercised by the Environment Agency” but it does not address the possibility that development
could be blocked if there is a lack of adequate treatment facilities available
Changes :
Council's  Issues broadly accepted.
Response:
Change:  aAccepted
Action:

The HRA has been revised accordingly.
All changes to the Local Plan and HRA have formally been agreed by Natural England, and therefore the objection

has been formally withdrawn. Letter dated 3 October 2013 has been submitted to the examination as a Core
Document.
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Name: Dr K Wiishaw .

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

FLD conisder that Policy $19 does not provide sufficient support for community renewable schemes. Furthermore,
the setback distance is unjustified and needs to be based on a full renewable energy capacity study.

Paragraph 48 of the Allerdale Wind Turbine Separation Distance Topic Paper (AWTSDTP) states that there is a
perceived lack of local benefit from production. It would be worthwhile for Allerdale Berough Council to investigate
ways of fostering community-based renewable schemes, including wind.

Community owned and managed schemes mean that communities decide on and then benefit from renewable
energy schemes rather than the current situation where multinational companies impose their schemes on the local
community who then see the profits from the schemes going out of the area and into the pockets of shareholders
who have no local connections or accountability.

Whilst it may be too late to add policies related to community renewable schemes into the Local Plan, there could
be an opportunity to create an additional topic paper or SPD to address the issue of community renewables.

With regard to turbine separation distance, it appears that there is little consisiency in the examples given in the
paper (Sections 5.4 and 5.5). This is true for both example adopted policies from Scotland and Wales {distances
vary from 500m-3km) and also from the Planning Appeal decisions (turbines found acceptable at 400m but
unacceptable at 1km distant from dwellings). This inconsistency makes it very hard to be able to pin down a specific
distance necessary between turbines and dwellings. Settling on any one figure could be considered to be an
arbitrary decision.

Appendix 3 comprises a map showing areas which would fall outside of a nominal 800m separation distance from
properties. The separation distance means that the vast majority of Allerdale would be sterilized for turbine
development. Many of the areas left which fall outside of the separation distance fall within the Solway Coast
AONB, within a couple of kilometres of the Lake District National Park boundary or within/adjacent to Natura 2000
sites. This therefore appears to demonstrate that by forcing furbine development away from properties, it moves it
into areas where the presence of turbines would be unacceptable for other reasons.

In FLD's submission regarding the Renewable Energy Policy in the Local Plan (5§19}, we suggested that a
renewables capacity study should be carried out to identify areas where capacity for hosting wind energy has been
reached. It may be that separation distance should also be brought into this study, however there needs to be
quantitative reasons for choosing a particular separation distance, and these have not been brought forward in the
Topic Paper which makes it difficult to justify any particular distance.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

The Policy provides appropriate support for renewable energy schemes, including community based schemes. The
Council considers that the Wind Turbine Separation Distance Topic Paper provides appropriate explanation of the
approach that has been taken.

No
No action required.
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5 - Name: Mis S Hemsley-Rose _ Pelicy:
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  FORCE support Poicy 519 and the associated topic paper, but would like to see the table of p15 clarified,
Full This topic paper sets out the evidence base for the inclusion of an 800m separation distance between wind turbines
Response:  and residential properties in the Local Development Framework. Friends of Rural Cumbria's Environment support
the document but consider that there is a slight problem with the description of recent events in Milton Keynes on
pages 15 and 16. Perhaps the best way to solve the problem would be to enter Milton Keynes twice in the table on
Page 15. It is somewhat misleading to suggest that no setback distance applies in Milton Keynes {"quashed’ no
status') when, in fact, a setback distance had already been included in the Local Plan. The ONLY part of the
judgement not in favour of Milton Keynes Council was that the proposed setback in the Supplementary Planning
Document was in conflict with the setback distance already enshrined in the Local Plan. The judgment therefore
confirms that Local Authorities CAN introduce setback distances between wind turbines and private residences.
Changes :
Council's  Comments noted.
Response:
Change : No
Action:

No action required.
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Name: Ms: D . “Clark - Policy: ..
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Network Rail would requests that as part of the final version of the Wind Turbine Separation Distance Topic Paper
that a poilcy is added with regards to the separation distances of wind turbines from the railway and Network Rail

land.

Full Network Rail is the not for dividend ownér and operator of Britain’s railway infrastructure, which includes the tracks,
Response:  signals, tunnels, bridges, viaducts, level crossings and stations the largest of which we also manage. All profits
made by the company, including from commercial development, are reinvested direcily back into the network.

With regards to the proposal Network Rail has the following comments to make, which are from a desktop study of
the document only.

The Policy states:

2.4 Policy conclusicns

Currently, thera is no mention of separation distances in government or planning policy. Government is clear that
planning authorities must proactively promote and support renewable energy to ensure that key legal targets are
achieved.The policy paper focuses on the potential impact of wind turbines and wind farms on residential areas.

Network Rail would request that as part of the final version of the Allerdale Wind Turbine Separation Distances
Topic Paper that a policy is added with regards to the separation distances of wind turbines from the railway and
Network Rail land.

Network Rail would wish to see wind turbines sited so that the lateral distance from the railway boundary to the foot
of the mast is greater than the height of the mast + length of the propeller blade + 3m. To protect rallway
infrastructure in the event of failure, all wind turbines must be located at least a minimum stand off distance from the
railway equal to the turbine’s own height (to blade tip) + 3m from the railway boundary. This should include any
change in location of any wind turbine made as a result of micrositing.

Wind turbulence may be a factor to be considered and the applicant would need to ensure design/position of wind
turbine does not present a potential problem for neighbours (railway included). Should the wind turbine(s) collapse
for any reason then the developer should ensure that any fail safe distance will include the wind-turbines potential
for topple in the direction of the railway boundary and the use of recovery equipment {e.g. cranes, emergency
vehicles, lighting equipment).

We would like to stress that Network Rail is a supporter of sustainable methods of producing energy, but we would
weicome the consideration of the details as above and their inclusion within the final version of the policy.

Changes: Request that separation distances from railway is included in this topic paper

Council's  The topic paper outlines the basis of the separation distance designed to ensure amenity of residential properties.
Response:  Separation distances from railways and other transport infrastructure are and will be considered during the
development management process.

Change : No

Action: No further action.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Concerned that increased patronage over level crossings could result in linespeed reductions with severe

consequences for timetabling of trains and health and safety.

Fulf Network Rail is the not for dividend owner and operator of Britain’s railway infrastructure, which includes the tracks,
Response:  signals, tunnels, bridges, viaducts, level crossings and stations the largest of which we also manage. All profits

made by the company, including from commercial development, are reinvested directly back into the network.

With regards to the proposal Network Rail has the following comments to make, which are from a desktop study of
the document only. The policy states:522 Transport Principles New development should be located in areas which
help to reduce journey times and have safe and convenient access to public transport, open space, Key and Local
Service Centres and utilities. Where possible, new development should actively seek to improve travel choice and
reduce the need to travel using private motor vehicles. Exceptions to this policy will be considered for suitable
development in rural areas that meets the requirements of other local plan policies and can demonstrate that
provisions for sustainable access have been incorporated into the development. The Council will support rural
transport schemes and shall work with partners to enhance services whenever possible. All new development in the
Plan Area will:a) Be required to improve accessibility and movement in the local area refiecting the Local Transport
Plan; b) Ensure they can be accessed safely and that they do not compromise the safety of any transport route,
including railway lines;e) Make provision for pedestrians and cyclists to be given the highest priority within town
centres and new developments;f) Where necessary be accompanied by Transport Assessments/Travel Plans in
accordance with national guidance; g) Protect and, where appropriate, enhance ali designated pubic rights of way.

{1) Level Crossings

The following level crossings are in the Allerdale Council area {with a map attached of their geographical location):
**Respondent includes table and map of level crossings within the Borough™*

Councils (and now increasingly neighbourhood areas) are urged to take the view that level crossings can be
impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:

By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing
By the cumulative effact of developments added over time in the vicinity of a level crossing

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the level crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential} where road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a result of diverted traffic or of a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains at a level crossing, e.g. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning signs By any
developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minors in numbers may be using the level crossing

By any proposal that may cause blocking back across the level crossing
By any proposal which may see a level crossing impacted by the introduction of cycling or walking routes

The policy states:

All new develepment in the Plan Area will:b) Ensure they can be accessed safely and that they do not compromise
the safety of any transport route, including railway lines;e) Make provision for pedestrians and cyclists to be given
the highest priority within town centres and new developments;f) Where necessary be accompanied by Transport
Assessments/Travel Plans in accordance with national guidance;g} Protect and, where appropriate, enhance all
designated pubic rights of way.

As a result of increased patronage over crossings (either by pedestrians, cyclists or increased usage as a right of
way), Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as linespeed reductions. As a result of increased
volume and type of users e.g. blocking back across a crossing preventing lowering of barriers there could be severe
consequences for the timetabling of trains and this would alsc effectively frustrate any future train service
improvements. In addition, safety issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the
crossings, which may have limited clearance (a smail window of opportunity for someone using the crossing to see
or hear an approaching train or trains) as well as potential increased vandalism and trespass issues.

By integrating the Network Rail level crossing policy into the Alierdale Cumulative Viability Assessment the areas of
concern for the council (safety and security of the transport network) can be addressed where a future development
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may include within its boundary a level crossing or impact upon a level crossing outside its red line boundary, and
this in turn may affect the areas of concern leading to a potential reduction in the safety of road users, pedestrians
or cyclists.

In this regard, we request that the potential impacts from development effecting Network Rail’s level crossings are
specifically addressed through the Allerdale Cumulative Viability Assessment. There have been instances whereby
Network Rail has not been consulted as a statutory undertaker where a proposal has impacted on a level crossing.

As such, we strongly believe that the importance of Level Crossing safety warrants a specific Policy included in the
Allerdale Cumulative Viability Assessment which will help to elevate the importance of Level Crossings within the
development management and planning process. We request that the policy confirms that:

1. Allerdale Council have a statutory responsibility under planning legislation (Schedule 5 (f)(ii) of the Town &
Country Planning {Development Management Procedure) Order, 2010) to consult the statutory rail undertaker where
a proposal for development is likely to result in a material increase in the volume or a material change in the
character of traffic using a level crossing over a railway;

2. As afirst principle, Network Rail would seek to close Level Crossings where possible.

3. Any planning application which may increase the level of pedestrian andfor vehicular usage at a level crossing
should be supported by a full Transport Assessment assessing impact and mitigation measures including
assessment of closure; (this fits in with f) Where necessary be accompanied by Transport Assessments/Travel
Plans in accordance with national guidance). Travel Plans and Transport Assessments should not wholly focus on
highways but include railway level crossings as part of their sphere of consideration.

4. Where cycling or walking routes are proposed over the railway, increasing usage at a level crossing Network Rail
would object to these proposals.

5. The developer would be required to fund all qualitative improvements required to the level crossing identified as a
direct result of the development proposed, including funding for any replacement footbridges as a result of the
council and the developer seeking access for pedestrians and cyclists over the railway, Where closure was not
possible the developer would be expected to fund all enhancements to the level crossing as deemed necessary by
Network Rail.

Whilst the Schedule 5 {f)ii) of the Town & Country Planning {Development Management Procedure) Order, 2010 is
a statutory obligation for the council, by including the Network Rail Level Crossings Policy into the Allerdale
Cumulative Viability Assessment, this would ensure that developers (who would consul the policy as part of the
preparation of their planning application submission} would also be aware of the statutory cbligation and consider
the potential impact of their proposal upon the relevant level crossing(s). This would result in earlier consultation
with Network Rail, where safety and access issues can be addressed

http:/fwww.networkrail.co.uk/level-crossings

http:/fwww.rail-life.co.uk/

inciude above links to the Network Rail website which shows the different types of level crossing {which are not
always indicated by barriers, warning lights) and which can frequently be crossings over the railway used for
minimal agricultural purposes (e.g. taking cows over into different fields).

On the Rail Life website please view the See Track / Think Train TV advert which you may have seen on television
recently and which demonstrates the issues that can arise crossing a level crossing with limited clearance and
normally agricultural uses.

Early awareness of the issues above through policy inclusion will allow the council and developers to factor in costs
associated with the impact on a level crossing at an early stage.

Network Rail welcomes dialogue with Allerdale Council and other local authority partners along with the
communities to work together to reduce risks at level crossings. Road improvements can be an opportunity to divert
public rights of way over or under the railway, particularly footpath level crossings.

I would highlight that Network Rail has been consulting with the Highlands Council in Scotland, in order to change
their planning assessments / development plans. From now on, if a developer proposes, e.g. new housing near a
level crossing, they will have to assess, as part of their planning application, any increase in traffic through the
crossing that might increase the potential for accidents. If there is an impact, the developer has to pay for safety
improvements, such as extra signage, a change from half to full barriers, or even have the crossing closed
completely. Should they not do this, then the Highlands Council can refuse the application. Cur level crossings team
would help the developer by assessing the safety impact of their proposals and make their recommendations. The
planning change is particularly important in the Highland area, where many crossings cannot safely accommodate
even minor increases in use, and some of which will be affected by major development proposals. As well as
looking at long-term increases in traffic numbers and type of user, we have also considered the construction
vehicles used during developments, which may be unsuitable for some crossings.

Hightands Council is Scotland's biggest local suthority geographically, and we have around 200 crossings there in
their area.

(2) Developer Contributions.

Where growth areas or significant housing allocations are identified close to existing rail infrastructure it is essential
that the potential impacts of this are assessed. Many stations and routes are already operating close to capacity and
a significant increase in patronage may create the need for upgrades to the existing infrastructure including
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improved signalling, passing loops, car parking, improved access arrangements or platform extensions. As Network
Rail is a publicly funded erganisation with a regulated remit it would not be reasonable to reguire Network Rail to
fund rail improvements necessitated by commercial development. It is therefore appropriate to require developer
contributions or CIL contributions to fund such railway improvements; it would also be appropriate to require
contributions towards rail infrastructure where they are directly required as a result of the proposed development
and where the acceptability of the development depends on access to the rail network. The National Planning
Policy Framework states that councils should: work with transport providers to develop strategies for the provision of
viable infrastructure necessary to support sustainable development or transport investment necessary to support
strategies for the growth of other major generators of travel demand in their areas. Also, encouragement should be
given to solutions which support reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and reduce congestion. in preparing Local
Plan, local planning authorities should therefore support a pattern of development which, where reasonable to do
so, facilitates the use of sustainable modes of transport.

The likely impact and level of improvements required will be specific to each station and each development meaning
standard charges and formulae may not be appropriate. Therefore in order to fully assess the potential impacts,
and the level of developer contribution required, it is essential that where a Transport Assessment is submitted in
support of a planning application that this quantifies in detail the likely impacts on the rail network. To ensure that
developer contributions can deliver appropriate improvements to the rail network we would recommend that the
Allerdale Cumulative Viability Assessment include provisions for rail. The policy should include the following:

A requirement for developer contributions to deliver improvements to the rail network, including any development
thal occurs as a consequence of the Allerdale Cumulative Viability Assessment.

A requirement for Transport Assessments to take cognisance of impacts to existing rail infrastructure to allow any
necessary developer contributions towards rail to be calculated.

A commitment fo consult Network Rail where development may impact on the rail network and may require rail
infrastructure improvements. In order to be reascnable these improvements would be restricted to a local level and
would be necessary to make the development acceptable. We would not seek contributions towards major
enhancement projects which are already programmaed as part of Network Rail's remit.

Improvements to rail transport contribute to the public good and railway developments should not be expected to
support other public projects. Our infrastructure projects and station developments and improvements support
regeneration, increase the attractiveness of settlements and benefit communities.

Changes:  Request that the potential impacts from development affecting Network Rail's level crossings are specifically
addressed through the Allerdale Cumulative Viability Assessment Topic Paper

Council's Noted.

Response:

Change : No

Action:

No change required.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

summary:  Concerned that increased patronage over level crossings could result in linespeed reductions with severe
consequences for timetabling of trains and health and safety.

Eull Network Rail is the not for dividend owner and operator of Britain’s railway infrastructure, which includes the tracks,

Response:  signals, tunnels, bridges, viaducts, level crossings and stations the largest of which we also manage. All profits

made by the company, including from commercial development, are reinvested directly back into the network.

With regards to the proposal Network Rail has the following comments to make, which are from a desktop study of
the document only.

The Spatial Strategy states:

3. The aim of establishing a settlement hierarchy is to promote sustainable communities where new development is
located close to services and facilities with good public transport links. By locating housing, jobs and services close
together, the need for travel will be reduced and the ongoing prosperity of existing settlements will be supported.

1) Level Crossings
The following level crossings are in the Allerdale Council area (with a map attached of their geographical location):
**Respondent inserts table and map of level crossings within the Borough.™

Councils {and now increasingly neighbourhood areas) are urged to take the view that level crossings can be
impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:

By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing
By the cumulative effect of developments added over time in the vicinity of a level crossing

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the level crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential} where road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a result of diverted traffic or of a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains at a level crossing, e.9. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning signs

By any developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minors in numbers may be using the level crossing
By any proposal that may cause blocking back across the level crossing

By any proposal which may see a level crossing impacted by the introduction of cyciing or walking routes

As a result of increased patronage over crossings (either by pedestrians, cyclists or increased usage as a right of
way), Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as linespeed reduclions. As a result of increased
volume and type of users e.qg. blocking back across a crossing preventing lowering of barriers there could be severe
consequences for the timetabling of trains and this would also effectively frustrate any future train service
improvements. In addition, safety issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the
crossings, which may have limited clearance (a small window of opportunity for someone using the crossing to see
or hear an approaching train or trains) as welt as potential increased vandalism and trespass issues.

By integrating the Network Rail level crossing policy into the Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper the areas of
concern for the council {safety and security of the transport network} can be addressed where a future development
may include within its boundary a level crossing or impact upon a level crossing outside its red line boundary, and
this in turn may affect the areas of concern leading to a potential reduction in the safety of road users, pedestrians
or cyclists.

tn this regard, we request that the potential impacts from development effecting Network Rail's level crossings are
specifically addressed through the Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper. There have been instances whereby
Network Rail has not been consulied as a statutory undertaker where a proposal has impacted on a level crossing.

As such, we strongly believe that the importance of Level Crossing safety warrants a specific Policy included in the

Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper which will help to elevate the importance of Level Crossings within the
development management and planning process. We request that the policy confirms that:
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1. Allerdale Council have a statutory responsibility under planning legislation (Scheduie 5 {f)ii) of the Town &
Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) Order, 2610) to consult the statutory rail undertaker where
a proposal for development is likely to result in a material increase in the volume or a material change in the
character of traffic using a level crossing over a railway;

2. As afirst principle, Network Rail would seek to close Level Crossings where possible.

3. Any planning application which may increase the level of pedestrian and/or vehicular usage at a level crossing
should be supported by a full Transport Assessment assessing impact and mitigation measures including
assessment of closure; (this fits in with f} Where necessary be accompanied by Transport Assessments/Travel
Plans in accordance with national guidance). Travel Plans and Transporl Assessments should not wholly focus on
highways but include railway level crossings as part of their sphere of consideration.

4. Where cycling or walking routes are proposed over the railway, increasing usage at a level crossing Network Rail
would object to these proposals.

5. The developer would be required to fund all qualitative improvements required to the level crossing identified as a
direct result of the development proposed, including funding for any replacement footbridges as a result of the
council and the developer seeking access for pedestrians and cyclists over the railway. Where closure was not
possible the developer would be expected to fund all enhancements to the level crossing as deemed necessary by
Network Rail.

Whilst the Schedule 5 {f){ii) of the Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) Order, 2010 is
a statutory obligation for the council, by including the Network Rail Level Crossings Pelicy into the Allerdale Spatial
Strategy Topic Paper, this would ensure that developers (who would consult the policy as part of the preparation of
their planning application submission) would also be aware of the statutory obligation and consider the potential
impact of their proposal upon the relevant level crossing(s). This would result in earlier consultation with Network
Rail, where safety and access issues can be addressed.

http:/fwww.networkrail.co.uk/level-crossings/
http:/fwww.rail-life.co.uk/

incfude above finks to the Network Rail website which shows the different types of level crossing (which are not
always indicated by barriers, warning lights) and which can frequently be crossings over the railway used for
minimal agricultural purposes (e.g. taking cows over into different fields).

On the Rail Life website please view the See Track / Think Train TV advert which you may have seen on television
recently and which demonstrates the issues that can arise crossing a level crossing with limited clearance and
normally agricultural uses.

Early awareness of the issues above through policy inclusion will allow the council and developers to factor in costs
assoclated with the impact on a level crossing at an early stage.

Network Rail welcomes dialogue with Allerdale Council and other local authority partners along with the
communities to work together to reduce risks at level crossings. Road improvements can be an opportunity to divert
public rights of way over or under the railway, particularly footpath level crossings.

{2) Developer ContributionsWhere growth areas or significant housing allocations are identified close to existing rail
infrastructure it is essential that the potential impacts of this are assessed. Many stations and routes are already
operating close to capacity and a significant increase in patronage may create the need for upgrades to the existing
infrastructure including improved signalling, passing loops, car parking, improved access arrangements or platform
extensions. As Network Rail is a publicly funded organisation with a regulated remit it would not be reasonable to
require Network Rail to fund rail improvements necessitated by commercial development. It is therefore appropriate
to require developer contributions or CIL contributions to fund such railway improvements; it would also be
appropriate to require contributions towards rail infrastructure where they are directly required as a result of the
proposed development and where the acceptability of the development depends on access to the rail network.

The National Planning Policy Framework states that councils should, work with...transport providers to develop
strategies for the provision of viable infrastructure necessary to support sustainable development or transport
investment necessary to support strategies for the growth of other major generators of travel demand in their areas,
Also, encouragement should be given to solutions which support reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and
reduce congestion. In preparing Locat Plan, local planning authorities should therefore support a pattern of
development which, where reasonable to do so, facilitates the use of sustainable modes of transport.

The likely impact and level of improvements required will be specific to each station and each development meaning
standard charges and formulae may not be appropriate. Therefore in order to fully assess the potential impacts,
and the level of developer contribution required, it is essential that where a Transport Assessment is submitted in
support of a planning application that this quantifies in detail the likely impacts on the rail netwark.

To ensure that developer contributions can deliver appropriate improvements to the rail network we would

recommend that the Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper include provisions for rail. The policy should include the
following:
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A requirement for developer contributions to deliver improvements to the rail network, including any development
that occurs as a consequence of the Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper.

A requirement for Transport Assessments to take cognisance of impacts to existing rail infrastructure to allow any
necessary developer contributions towards rail to be calculated.

A commitment to consult Network Rail where development may impact on the rail network and may require rail
infrastructure improvements. In order to be reasonable these improvements would be restricted to a local level and
would be necessary to make the development acceptable. We would not seek contributions towards major
enhancement projects which are already programmed as part of Network Rail's remit.

Improvements to rail transport contribute to the public good and railway developments should not be expecied to
support other public projects. Qur infrastructure projects and station developments and improvements support
regeneration, increase the attractiveness of settlements and benefit communities.

Changes: Request that the potential impacts from development affecting Network Rail's level crossings are specifically
addressed through the Allerdale Spatial Strategy Topic Paper

Council's  Noted.

Response:

Change : No

Action:

No action required.
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- Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Concerned that increased patronage over level crossings could result in linespeed reduciions with severe
consequences for timetabling of trains and health and safety.
Full Network Rail is the not for dividend owner and operator of Britain’s railway infrastructure, which includes the tracks,
Response:  signals, tunnels, bridges, viaducts, level crossings and stations the largest of which we also manage. All profits

made by the company, including from commercial development, are reinvested directly back into the network.

With regards to the proposal Network Rail has the following comments to make, which are from a desktop study of
the document only.

The policy states:

7.2 Spatial Strategy and Growth 49. The spatial strategy of the local plan seeks to ensure that the majority of
development is located in the existing urban centres that provide the best range of services, employment
opportunities and access to public transport. This is considered to be the most sustainable approach as it makes the
most use of existing physical, utility and social infrastructure and aiso reduces the need to travel. Using the
proposed distribution of housing growth set out in the Local Plan, the bulk of housing development would be located
within the main towns of Aspatria, Cockermouth, Maryport, Silloth, Wigton and Workington.

1) Level Crossings
The following level crossings are in the Allerdale Council area (with a map attached of their geographical location):
**Respondent inserts table and map of leve! crossings within the Borough™

Councils (and now increasingly neighbourhood areas) are urged to take the view that level crossings can be
impacted in a variety of ways by planning proposals:

By a proposal being directly next to a level crossing
By the cumulative effect of developments added over time in the vicinity of a level crossing

By the type of level crossing involved e.g. where pedestrians only are allowed to use the leve! crossing, but a
proposal involves allowing cyclists to use the route

By the construction of large developments (commercial and residential) where.road access to and from the site
includes a level crossing or the level / type of use of a level crossing increases as a result of diverted traffic or of a
new highway

By developments that might impede pedestrians ability to hear approaching frains at a iavel crossing, e.g. new
airports or new runways / highways / roads

By proposals that may interfere with pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see level crossing warning signs

By any developments for schools, colleges or nurseries where minors in numbers may be using the level crossing
By any proposal that may cause blocking back across the level crossing

By any proposal which may see a ievel crossing impacted by the introduction of cycling or walking routes

As a result of increased patronage over crossings (either by pedestrians, cyclists or increased usage as a right of
way), Network Rail could be forced to implement measures such as linespeed reductions. As a result of increased
volume and type of users e.g. blocking back across a crossing preventing lowering of barriers there could be severe
consequences for the timetabling of trains and this would also effectively frustrate any future train service
improvements. In addition, safety issues can arise as increased numbers of pedestrians and vehicles use the
crossings, which may have limited clearance (a small window of opportunity for someone using the crossing to see
or hear an approaching train or trains) as well as potential increased vandalism and trespass issues.

By integrating the Network Rail Jevel crossing policy into the Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper the areas of
concern for the council (safety and security of the transport network) can be addressed where a future development
may include within its boundary a level crossing or impact upon a level crossing outside its red line boundary, and
this in turn may affect the areas of concern leading to a potential reduction in the safety of road users, pedestrians
or cyclists

In this regard, we request that the potential impacts from development effecting Network Rail’s level crossings are

specifically addressed through the Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper. There have been instances wheraby
Network Rail has not been consulted as a statutory undertaker where a proposal has impacted on a level crossing.
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As such, we strongly believe that the importance of Level Crossing safety warrants a specific Policy included in the
Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper which will help to elevate the importance of Level Crossings within the
development management and planning process. We request that the policy confirms that:

1. Allerdale Council have a statutory responsibility under planning legislation (Schedule 5 (f)(ii) of the Town &
Country Planning {Development Management Procedure) Crder, 2010) to consult the statutory rail underlaker where
a proposal for development is likely to result in a material increase in the volume or a material change in the
character of traffic using a level crossing over a railway;

2. As a first principle, Network Rail would seek to close Level Crossings where possible.

3. Any planning application which may increase the level of pedestrian and/or vehicular usage at a level crossing
should be supported by a full Transport Assessment assessing impact and mitigation measures including
assessment of closure; (this fits in with f) Where necessary be accompanied by Transport Assessments/Travel
Plans in accordance with national guidance).

Travel Plans and Transport Assessments should not wholly focus on highways but include railway level crossings as
part of their sphere of consideration.

4. Where cycling or walking routes are proposed over the railway, increasing usage at a level crossing Network Rail
would object to these proposals.

5. The developer would be required to fund ail qualitative improvements required to the level crossing identified as a
direct result of the development proposed, including funding for any replacement footbridges as a resuit of the
council and the developer seeking access for pedestrians and cyclists over the railway. Where closure was not
possible the developer would be expected to fund all enhancements to the level crossing as deemed necessary by
Network Rail.

Whilst the Schedule 5 (f)(ii) of the Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) Order, 2010 is
a statutory obligation for the council, by including the Network Rail Level Crossings Policy into the Allerdale Housing
Growth Topic Paper, this would ensure that developers (who would consult the policy as part of the preparation of
their planning application submission) would also be aware of the statutory obligation and consider the potential
impact of their proposal upon the relevant level crossing(s). This would result in earlier consultation with Network
Rail, where safety and access issues can be addressed

http:/fww.networkrail.co.uk/level-crossings/
http:/iwww.railHife.co.uk/

include above links to the Network Rail website which shows the different types of level crossing (which are not
always indicated by barriers, waming lights) and which can frequently be crossings over the railway used for
minimal agricultural purposes {e.g. taking cows over into different fields).

On the Rail Life website please view the See Track / Think Train TV advert which you may have seen on television
recently and which demonstrates the issues that can arise crossing a level crossing with limited clearance and
normally agriculturai uses.

Early awareness of this issue through policy will allow the council and developers to factor in costs associated with
the impact on a level crossing at an early stage.

Network Rail welcomes dialogue with Allerdale Council and other local autherity partners along with the
communities to work together to reduce risks at level crossings. Road improvements can be an opportunity to divert
public rights of way over or under the railway, particularly footpath level crossings.

(2) Developer Contributions

Where growth areas or significant housing allocations are identified close to existing rail infrastructure it is essential
that the potential impacts of this are assessed. Many stations and routes are already operating close to capacity and
a significant increase in patronage may create the need for upgrades to the existing infrastructure including
improved signalling, passing loops, car parking, improved access arrangements or platform extensions. As Network
Rail is a publicly funded organisation with a regulated remit it would not be reasonable to require Network Rail to
fund rail improvements necessitated by commercial development. It is therefore appropriate to require developer
contributions or CIL contributions to fund such railway improvements; it would aiso be appropriate to require
contributions towards rail infrastructure where they are directly required as a result of the proposed development
and where the acceptability of the development depends on access to the rail network.

The National Planning Policy Framework states that councils should, work with transport providers to develop
strategies for the provision of viable infrastructure necessary to support sustainable development or transport
investment necessary to support strategies for the growth of other major generators of travel demand in their areas,
Also, encouragement should be given to solutions which support reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and
reduce congestion. In preparing Local Plan, local planning authorities should therefore support a pattern of
development which, where reasonable to do so, facilitates the use of sustainable modes of transport.

The likely impact and level of improvements required will be specific to each station and each development meaning
standard charges and formulae may not be appropriate. Therefore in order to fully assess the potential impacts,
and the level of developer contribution required, it is essential that where a Transport Assessment is submitted in
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support of a planning application that this quantifies in detail the likely impacts on the rail network.

To ensure that developer contributions can deliver appropriate improvements to the rail network we would
recommend that the Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper include provisions for rail. The policy should include the
following:

A requirement for developer contributions to deliver improvements to the rail network, including any development
that occurs as a consequence of the Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper.

A requirement for Transport Assessments to take cognisance of impacts to existing rail infrastructure to allow any
necessary developer contributions towards rail to be calculated.

A commitment to consult Network Rail where development may impact on the rail network and may require rail
infrastructure improvements. In order to be reasonable these improvements would be restricted to a local level and
would be necessary to make the development acceptable. We would not seek contributions towards major
enhancement projects which are already programmed as part of Network Rail’s remit.

Improvements to rail transport contribute to the public good and railway developments should not be expected to
support other public projects. Our infrastructure projects and station developments and improvements support
regeneration, increase the attractiveness of settlements and benefit communities.

Changes:  Request that the potential impacts from development affecting Network Rail's level crossings are specifically
addressed through the Allerdale Housing Growth Topic Paper

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : No.

Action: No action required

Rep ID: - 202§ 1 c'd;rlpam'h'_drganisatién:’ - Lake District Natibnéi Park Autho ‘Document; - poic Papers = E

Name: Mr . Chns . Warmren .. Polley o= ..o -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Generally not identified any obvious implications for the LDNP resulting from the approach set out in the Topic
Papers and do not consider there te be any cross boundary issues which need further investigation

Full We have reviewed the following Topic Papers:1. Spatial Strategy 2. Housing Growth, and 3. Wind Turbine

Response:  Separation Distance Generally we have not identified any obvious implications for the Lake District National Park
resulting from the *scope’ and ‘approach’ set out in the Topic Papers. We do not consider there to be any strategic
cross-boundary issues at this stage which need further investigation by the two authorities. We do recognise that
any growth in Cockermouth beyond this new plan’s period will require us to work together closely to explore how to
most appropriately accommodate development, but this is not of concern at this ime as through the Local Plan you
are able to accommodate the identified necessary growth without significant implications for the Lake District
National Park. With regards to the Wind Turbine Separation Distance Topic Paper, one matter of detail | would like
to draw attention to is regarding the effects on protected landscapes, referred to in Appendix 2 Para. 206 - the
Solway Coast AONB an Hadrian’s Wall WHS are cited but the Lake District National Park is not; for completeness |
believe this should be included.

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No action required.
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RepID: 203/ ~ 1  CompanylOrganisation: _Carlisle City Council ;; " Document: Topic Papers

U0 Name: . dily ¢ Hale Polley: "

SupportiObject: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: . Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Have no objection to Allerdale's proposed level of growth, or to the spatial and economic strategy as set out. ltis
considered that the strategy contained in the Allerdale Plan and the draft strategy in the Carlisle District Local Plan

{Preferred Option

Following our meeting today, and previous meetings on 1st October 2012, and 14th June 2012, | am writing to you
in support of the approach taken so far between the authorities towards the ‘duty to cooperate’ set out in the
Localism Act 2011.

Cumbrian authorities have a particularly well established culture of joint working. Specific examples of this are
jointly commissioned studies, the most recent being the 2013 Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Needs
Assessment, and the Cumbria Renewable Energy Capacity and Deployment Study 2011. In addition the Solway
Coast AONB is jointly managed by an AONB Partnership between Allerdale, Carlisle, Natural England, the
Environment Agency and various other community representatives.

-When working with Allerdale Borough Council on the duty to cooperate, we have sought to indentify common
strategic issues, and explore whether specific planning policies were needed to address these issues, as follows:
-Hadrian’s Wall WHS crosses Northumberland, Carlisle District, Allerdale and Copeland. Potential for common
policy with text agreed by Judith Nelson (English Heritage); outcome joint policy agreed,

-Policy $28; Solway Coast AONB partnership working already in place through AONB unit. However, potential to
have commeon policy, (this also applies to Nerth Pennines AONB); outcome joint policy agreed,

-Policy $34; strategic housing sites discussion around whether each district could meet its housing need. Whilst
this is unlikely to be an issue, we discussed Wigton as a KSC in the north of Allerdale, and issues arising from this.
An issue that was identified was capacity of secondary school in Wigton, and any large housing allocations to west
of Carlisle may generate children who choose to go to Wigton School rather than secondary schools in Carlisle
{quality and standard issue together with parental choice); outcome agreed that Carlisle is likely to allocate sufficient
sites through its forthcoming Preferred Options Local Plan to meet its own needs. Carliste is unlikely to allocate
sites in the first five years of its plan period as it can demonstrate a five year supply + 20%;

-Carlisle is a sub regional centre for retail discussion around hinteriand for retail and potential impacts on Wigton.
Wigton considered to meet specific local needs through smail independent shops; outcome agreed that Wigton
caters for a strong local market through independent and local retailers, and this is uniikely to be compromised by
the strategy in the Carlisle Local Plan;

- University The University of Cumbria has facilities within the Energus building at Lillyrall, in Workington, West
Cumbria, offering a flexible learning space for all University of Cumbria students. When University responded to
Carlisle Issues and Options, they referred to a draft masterplan, and the need to tie in with our Local Plan.
-Travellers Allerdale and Carlisle both agreed that updated evidence is required as the county wide 2008 GTAA is
becoming out of date; outcome - County wide study currently being undertaken and at first draft stage;
-Thurstonfield/Kirkbampton straddle boundary of districts. Issues may not be strategic, but may be local issues with
waste water treatment work capacity; renewables Allerdale considers that high percentage of wind turbines have
been permitted and in operation within district. By comparison, Carlisle has seen little wind turbine development,
possibly as our windiest areas are constrained by RAF Spadeadam requirements, and Eskdalemuir seismic testing
station. Also AONB constraints;

- potential for Duty to Cooperate to be referenced in spatial portrait and map; outcome - key diagram to show cross
boundary strategic green infrastructure (Solway Coast AONB); heritage (Hadrian's Wall World Heritage Site);
transport corridors (road and rail).

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Support noted.

N/a
No action required.
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Rtep'it); Ciagy CompanyiOrganisation: - English Hefltagé- : """ Document: Evidence Base .

Name: Ms . E_ 7 Hrycan . g0 ey
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Conslstent:

Summary: Do not consider the evidence base contains any reference to the historic environment

Full A requirement of the NPPF (Paragraph 169) is that a sound local plan will be based on a strong up-lo-date evidence

Response:  base about the historic environment. This should be used to assess the significance of the heritage assets in the
area and the contribution they make to the Borough.The published evidence base available on the Council's website
does not include any that relate to the historic environment. This lack of evidence is reflected throughout the Plan.

Changes :

Council's  The full histotic environment evidence base has been consolidated and is now published online. Furthermore, the
Respense:  evidence base has been emphasised throughout the Plan.
Change:  padially accepted

Action: The full historic enviranment evidence base has been consolidated and is now published online. Furthermore, the
evidence base has been emphasised throughout the Plan.

Rep ID: . 43/ 17 Company/Organisation: = Susco (Sustainable Cockermouth -+ Document: Evidence Base . .

£ +°ka

.-, Policyz s :

i Name: Mr M 7 Porter

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO araise various issues with the Cockermouth transport study.

Full Transport Group: Additional referencing information in refation to the DPD May 2013 :Doc 1. Cumbria Strategic
Response:  Partnership Meeting. Focus On Transport Making Cumbria a Better Place Transport on the Right Track.

One of the key future principles agreed: Ensure transport impacts of new housing are accounted for.
Doc. 2. Moving Cumbria Forward: 2011-2026 Transport Plan Strategy

Focus on ‘Localism’

Key points: Encouraging behaviour change from car to alternative forms of movement .. to lower carbon footprint
and to :Reduce the need to travel Strategy supports:1. Encourage/support a reduction in car journeys. What have
we been told in consultation: 2. Local congestion pinch peints and journey times identified as problems for business
and local people 3. Reducing vehicle journeys 4. Traffic in estates, through villages, along rural roads and traffic
speeds. What the strategy wants to deliver: 6. Effective connections between people and places 7. Sustainable,
prosperous communities. 8. A reduction in vehicle journeys. 9. A reduction in congestion at hot spots Key
Statements:5. New developments will be located where more people can get there on foot, by cycle and by bus or
train 6. Getting to jobs, schools, shops, health care will be improved 7. Reducing the need to travel. Therefore
enabling new developments to be in localities that reduce journeys by car.

New housing areas will need to produce travel plans and reflect local priorities. Initial planning ideas up to 2015,
with yearly reviews built in.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No action required.
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,-"_.Comp-a';'l'ya'Or‘géhisétiom \f_;‘ | g = — ‘ 'Doouméni: p Evidence Base .

© 7 . Name: Mr Robert .. Nichols - Pelicy

Support/Object:  Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: No ) Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Considers that the evidence base is not based upon fact

1) My main Concern and objection to the document that directly effects me is that in appendix 4 516 & DM9
changes to the proposed map (figure4-3 Cockermouth Town Centre} the housing area of Printers Court, Brash
House and the garden of 15 Challoner strest has been included in the town centre. The 7 dwellings and the garden
are carefully refurbished and improved housing development that is although rural is very much part of the housing
stock of Cockermouth. The planning authority despite complaining to the various departments do not seem io keep
up to date maps of the area, relying on the ordnance survey mapping service instead of applications made and
planning granted therefore the buildings observed by aerial photography as a big building does not equate to the
contents that have been approved.

2) The document is based on an evidence base that is in my opinion mare fiction than fact.

3) The comments that | made after the consultation has never been acknowledged or reply issued

4) Allerdale council have little interaction with the residents of the borough, residents in Cockermouth or from what |
can ascertain in other areas last year they had one session in Cockermouth where they had a notice board in the
entrance to a supermarket and handing out to busy shoppers a leaflet on the document.

The document stated that it was all in accordance with the evidence base. This evidence base was changed
following the consultation. Figures in the evidence base did not appear to agree with the findings in the report or
ignored.

An example schooling was in the report to have limited growth in the evidence base yet was ignored in the growth of
Caockermouth. The document SHLAA that was rewritten post the consultation including land that was earmarked for
growth by the cemetery. Now earmarked for housing. With regard to making comments, the council adopted a policy
of all discussion had to be made by email or writing this is a disadvantage to everybody who needs help with the
computer or expressing themselves. | went to the council to discuss my main interest and was told by the planning
team that it had to be by email or written input. When | approached a member of the Town Council to discuss items
in the document there comment was that the document had been debated by them in Allerdale therefore they could
not pass comment at the Town counclil. This was not a planning input it was a policy input to the development team
and therefore in my opinion not correct

Proper consultation with the residents that are residing in the town.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Concerns are noted. The revised town centre boundary for Cockermouth has been developed through several
rounds of consultation and has been amended following the comments received to the Preferred Options. The
approach is therefore considered to be both sound and robust. Consultation has been carried out in accordance
with the relevant planning regulations and is fully documented. Full details of the consultation undertaken, and
representations made during the development of the Local Plan are contained in the Consultation Statement and
accompanying appendices. A response to Preferred Options representations was published alongside the Allerdale
Local Plan Pre-Submission Draft and is now contained within the Consultation Statement. All interested parties
including those submitting comments have be sent correspondence related to the Publication of the Local Plan.

No
No action required.
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ep ID:

551 .44 Compéhquégéhisaupq: - Cumbria County Council e

- Document: - Evidence Base .

T - 5 Name: “Mr ‘Mi:cha'ei”‘ 5 Barrry g ; Policy: : .

Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: It is considered that the evidence in the supporting Strategy for Infrastructure would benefit from being updated.

Full It is considered that the evidence around education contained in the supporting Strategy for Infrastructure would

Response:  berefit from being updated, as it does not reflect the most up to date position further information has been provided
fo the Borough Council with respect to this. 94. There is also a requirement to update Table 7 within the Strategy for
Infrastructureto recognise the need for additional schools places and the importance of developer contributions in
delivering these as per the information provided by the County Council to assist with the preparation of this
evidence. We do note that the need for additional school places is identified elsewhere within the Strategy. 95.
Recognition should be given to the potential of developer contributions in assisting with the delivery of specialist
housing accommodation given the reducing availability of Government money to fund such accommodation. 96,
With respect to highways paragraph 3.3 of the Strategy for Infrastructure does not paint an accurate picture as
assessment of the highway network did not give consideration to the capacity of junctions as suggested within the
text. 97. With respect to Paragraph 3.5 of the Strategy for Infrastructure it should be noted that while figure 3.3
illustrates the distribution of bus routes and stops, there is a wide variation in service frequencies which will need
detailed consideration. 98. When Alierdale Borough Council identifies its preferred development sites at the
subsequent site allocation stage of the Local Plan (Part 2), a more in depth understanding of the main infrastructure
issues and requirements will be needed moving forward. Cumbria County Council will continue to assistAllerdale
Borough Council in the preparation of this important area of work.

Changes :

Council's  The Strategy for Infrastructure is 2 live document and Can be revised as required.

Response:

Change:  pccepted.

Action:

The Strategy for Infrastructure has been updated accordingly.
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Volume 1 (contd)

Appendix 2

OurRef:  POC/CSDM/052013 !
Allerdale

boerough council

This matter is being dealt with by: Planning Policy Team
Direct Line: 01900 702610  Fax: 01900 702848

Email: localplan@alierdale.gov.uk

www.allerdale.gov.uk

03 May 2012

Mr Anthony Northcote

Planning Advisor

Planning and Local Authority Liaison
The Coal Authority

200 Lichfield Lane

Berry Hill

Mansfield

Nottinghamshire

NG18 4RG
planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk

Dear Mr Northcote,
Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) — Pre-Submission Draft Consultation

Public Consultation on the propesed Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) Pre-Submission Draft
commences on Friday 3™ May 2013 for a six week period. This document forms part of the
replacement Allerdale Local Plan, and covers the whole of Allerdale that lies outside the Lake
District National Park.

Following consideration of the comments received in response to the Preferred Options
consultation undertaken in June and July 2012, it is the intention of the Local Authority to
submit the following documents to the Government for Public Examination:

» The Allerdale Local Plan {Part 1) Pre-Submission Draft. The Plan sets out the
spatial planning and policy framework for the Borough of Allerdale (excluding the
Lake District National Park) up to 2028. It includes a long term vision and strategic
objectives, a spatial strategy, strategic policies, development management policies
and a monitoring and implementation framework to deliver the strategy. It also
contains changes to the Proposals Map.

» Sustainability Appraisal
« The Habitats Regulations Assessment

We are now seeking your representatlons on the Pre-Submission Draft during a formal
consultation period between 3 May 2013 and 18" June 2013.

:Q?'
o
‘l

ofSA 5\-"’ INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Allerdale Berough Council
Allerdale House
Workington

Cumbria CA14 3YJ

Tel: 01900 702702

Fax: 01900 702507

Allerdale - a great
place to live,
work and visit

.90 SI;/"




The Allerdale Local Plan {Parnt 1) Pre-Submission Draft will be available on the Council's
website from Friday 3™ May 2013 at www.allerdale.gov.uk/localplan

The Pre-Submission documents can be viewed at the Council’s offices at Allerdale House,
Workington between 9:00 am and 5:00 pm Monday to Thursday and 9:00 am and 4:30 pm on
Fridays.

Copies are also available for inspection at the following locations during their normal opening
hours:
¢ Aspatria Library: Local Link, The Brandraw, Aspatria, CA7 3EZ (016973 20515)

* Cockermouth Customer Services Centre: Fairfield Car Park, Cockermouth, CA13 9RT
(01900 702870)

e Cockermouth Library: Main Street, Cockermouth, CA13 9LU (01900 325990)
e Maryport Customer Services Centre: Senhouse Street, Maryport, CA15 6BH
¢ Maryport Library: Lawson Street, Maryport CA15 6ND (01900 812384)

* Silloth Library: Solway community school, Liddell Street, Silloth CA7 4DD (016973
32195)

+ Wigton Library: High Street, Wigton (016973 66150)
¢ Wigton Local Link: Community Office, Market Hall, Wigton CA7 9AA (01900 702890)
* Workington Library: Vulcans Lane, Workington, CA14 2ND (01900 706170)

Alternative formats may be available upon request.
Comments should be made using the official representation form which can be downloaded

from our website: www.allerdale.gov.uk/iocalplan. A Guidance Note has been prepared to help
you make your comment and this is also available on our website.

Hard copies of the form are available at council offices and libraries, and can be requested by
telephoning 01900 702610 or by emailing localplan@alierdale.gov.uk

Completed forms should be returned by email or post to:
Email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

Post: Planning Policy
Development Services
Allerdale Borough Council
Allerdale House
WORKINGTCN
CA14 3YJ

Please note that this is a statutory period of consultation and all comments must be received by
4pm on Tuesday 18th June 2013 to make sure that they are considered.



The representations received during this formal period of consultation will be passed to the
Planning Inspectorate for use in the Examination in Public, and as such these will be published
for public scrutiny.

If you have any queries regarding the Pre Submission consultation or wouild like to be kept
informed as to the progress of the Plan, please do not hesitate to contact a member of the
Planning Policy team on 01900 702610 or by email: localplan@alterdale.gov.uk

Yours sincerely

U Ho—

Kevin Kerrigan
Head of Development Services



Allerdale

barough council

wiww.allerdala.gov.iuk

Allerdale Local Plan

Core Strategy and Development Management Documents
Preferred Options Stage Consultation

Core Strategy and Development Management DPD Documents
Representation Form and Notes

Please return to Allerdale Borough Council by Tuesday 31 July 2012

By post: Planning Policy Department, Planning Services, Allerdale Borough
Council, Allerdale House, Workington, Cumbria, CA14 3YJ.

By email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk
For assistance on how to complete this form please refer to the guide on pages 7 & 8

Further advice and guidance can be obtained by contacting the planning policy
department directly or by visiting the Allerdale Borough Council Website:

Tel: 01800 702610 Website: www.allerdale.gov.uk/localplan

“Allerdale — a great place to live, work and visit”




Consultee iD:

(For official use only)

Part A: Personal details

*if an agent is appointed, please fill in your title, name and organisation but the full contact details
of the agent must be completed.

Personal details

Agent’s details
(if applicable)*

Title

First name

Last name

Job title
(if applicable)

Department
(if applicable)

Crganisation
(if applicable})

Address(1)

Address(2)

Address(3)

Address(4)

Postcode

Tel Number

Email




Consultee ID: (For official use only)

Part B: Please use a separate sheet for each comment that you wish
to make

1. To which DPD document does this representation relate?

Core Strategy Development Management

2. To which part of the document does this representation relate?

Policy: Paragraph: Table: Map:

Site: Cther:

3. Do you consider the DPD is:

(i) Legally compliant Yes: No:

(i) Sound Yes: No:

If you have entered No to 3 (i}, please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances, please
go to Question 4.

4. Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is not:

(1) Justified

(2) Effective

(3) Consistent with national policy




5. Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is
unsound.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the DPD, please
also use this box to set out your comments.

(Continue on a separate sheet/ expand box if necessary)

6. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally
compliant or sound.

It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of
any proposal or text.

(Continue on a separate sheet/ expand box if necessary)

Signature: Date:




Part C: About Yourself

This section will add an extra layer of information to the consultation. Any
information/details provided in this section will remain confidential.

Q1. What is your gender?

Male Female

Q2. Which of the following age groups apply to you?

0-15 16-24 25-34 35-44

45-54 55-64 65-74 75+

The Race Relations {Amendment) Act 2000 requires all public authorities to promote racial
quality and prevent racial discrimination. Allerdale Borough Council is committed to:
eliminating unlawful racial discrimination, promoting equality and opportunity and
promoting good relations between people of different racial groups.

For this reason we would ask you to complete this question.

Q3. What is your ethnic origin?

-
White British Irish Other
Black or Black British Caribbean African

. White & : , . .
Mixed Caribbean White & African White & Asian
Asian or Asian British Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi
Chinese or other )
ethnic group Chinese Other
Gypsies and :
Travellers Irish Other
Any other ethnic |
group |




Part D: Guide to making comments on the Allerdale Core Strategy and
Development Management Preferred Options Documents

If you have a comment to make about the documents, it is important that we hear from
you,

To those not familiar with the planning system the representations form can appear
complicated and technical in places, so we have prepared this guide to provide an
additional explanation of the layout and terms used.

If you are not able to use the form but would like to comment, you can write to the council
at the following address, setting out your comments in a letter or email:

Please send letters to: Planning Policy Department
Planning Services
Allerdale Borough Council
Allerdale House
Workington
Cumbria, CA14 3YJ

Please send e-mails to:  localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

Part A - Personal details

Please fill out as many parts of this section of the form as you can. We need this
information to ensure that we can keep you informed about the next stages in the
preparation of the plans.

Part B — Your representations
1: To which DPD does this representation relate?

It is important that you indicate which document you are commenting on, so that we can
assign your response to the correct database.

2: To which part of the document does your representation relate?

It is important that both we can fully take into consideration your comments on the
Allerdale Local Plan. For this reason it would be very helpful to us if you could, as a
minimum, provide details of the part of the document you are commenting on, such as the
page or paragraph number for example.

3. Do you consider the DPD is:
(i) Legally compliant?

The form asks if you consider the plan to be legally compliant. This is essentially asking
whether or not the plan has been prepared in line with the plan making regulations set out
by government. If the plan has not been prepared in line with the reguiations, then the



council will have to withdraw the plan and carry out some additional work to ensure the
regulations have been met.

(ii) sound?
The form also asks whether you consider the document to be ‘sound’ on three key points.

The first point asks whether or not the policies and site allocations in the plan are justified,
in other words, does the Council’s interpretation of the evidence justify the proposals set
out in the plan.

The second point asks about the effectiveness of the plan — here you may wish to
consider whether the policies in the plan can actually be delivered and are able to respond
to change.

The third point refers to consistency with national policy. The National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF) is the document that sets out the national planning policy framework.
This document can be obtained from the Depariment of Communities and Local
Government website: www.communities.gov.uk/

5. Please give details of why you consider the DPD Is not legally compliani or is
unsound

6. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally
compliant or sound.

Making your comments in relation to questions 5 and 6:

It is important that the Council fully understand your comments, particularly where you
think changes need to be made to make the plan ‘sound’.

If you feel that the plan has not been prepared in line with regulations, or is not sound,
then you can use the first box to explain why and the second box to set out what you think
needs to be changed to make the plan ‘sound’ or meet the planning regulations. You can
also use this part of the form if you want to support the plan.

Part C — Equality and diversity monitoring

It will help us to analyse responses to consultations if you tell us about yourself. This
section will remain confidential.



Appendix 3

List of contacts consulted about the Pre submission draft and associated documents.

. ; '] Copy (eI o lstier
ANW v Bothel & Threapland Parish Council
Above Derwent Parish Council v
Action With Communities in Cumbria v Bowness on Solway Parish Council
Adlington v
Age UK v Bridekirk Parish Council
Age UK West Cumbria v
Briery Homes
Aggregate Industries v
Aikton Parish Gouncil v Broadway Malayan
Airport Operators Association v
Brigham Parish Council
Allerdale Disability Association v
Britain’s Energy Coast
Allhallows Parish Council v
Allonby Parish Council v EHilBINSEnergyICosst
Alpha Design v British Cyeling Federation
AMEGC Environment & Infrastructure
UK Limited v British Geological Survey
i i v
Ancient Monuments Society British Telecom
Arlecdon & Frizington Parish Council v British Toilet Association
Brornfield Parish C il
Aspatria Town Council v i ransh ~-ounel
Broughton Moor Parish Council
Associated British Ports v
Broughton Parish Council
AWAZ Cumbria v
Burgh-by-Sands Parish Council
i . ) Business, Innovation and Skills
v .
Bassenthwaite Parish Council Department
Bewaldeth & Snittlegarth Parish
Council v Buttermere Parish Council
Big Tree Planning Lid v Caldbeck Parish Council
Blennerhasset & Terpenhow Parish Camerton Parish Council
Council v
CAMBA
Blindbothel Parish Councif v Capita Symonds
Blindcrake Parish Council v Carlisle City Gouncil
Castle Sowerby Parish Council
Boltons Parish Council v CBI North West
Chemical Business Association
Borrowdale Parish Council v

Chesterton Humberts

Church of England




Churches Together in England

Cumbria Rural Enterprise Agency v
Churches Trust for Cumbria .

Gumbria Rural Forum v
Citizens Advice Bureau

Cumbria Rural Housing Trust v
Chvil Aviation Authority

Cumbria Strategic Partnership v
Cockermouth & District Chamber of
Jade Cumbria Tourism v
Cockemmouth Civic Trust Cumbria Wildlife Trust 4
Cockermeuth Town Council Cumbria Young Farmers v
Colliers CRE Cumbria Youth Alliance v

Dalston Parish Council v
Copeland Borough Council

David L Walker Surveyors v
Copeland Borough Council

D i v
Council for British Archaeology EyiGummingiiEd
{North Area)

De Pol Associates v
Country Guardian

Deaf Visicn v
Country Land & Business ] .
Association (North Office) giean EarishiGouncil
Crosscanonby Parish Gouncil Dearham Parish Cauncil
Gumbria Association of Local -
Councils Defence Infrastructure Organisation v

Deparment for Envircnment, Food
Cumbria Biodiversity Parinership and Rural Affairs v

Department for Cul i
Cumbria CC epartment for Culture, Media and

- Sport v

Cumbria CC Adult and Local
Services

Department of Communities and

Local Government v
Cumbria Chamber of Commerce

Department of Education v
Cumbria Community Transport
Cumbria Constabulary Department of Energy & Climate

Change v

mbri nt neil

EombrelCountyiCiotngi Department of Environment, Food &
Cumbria Disability Netwark Rural Affairs i
Cumbria Federaticn of Women's Department of Health v
Institutes Department of Transport v

Department of Works and Pensions v
Cumbria Fire & Rescue Service .

Derwent Forest Development

Consortiurn v
Cumbyria Housing Group

Design Council v
Cumbria Local Access Forum Distington Parish Council v
Cumbria Local Enterprise
Partnership DPP
Cumbria Neighbourhood Watch Drivers Jonas Deloitte v
Association

Dumfiries & Galloway v
Cumbria Primary Care Trust

Dundraw Parigsh Council
Cumbria RIGS Eden District Council v




Eden, Homes and Communities

Electricity North West Lid

Highways Agency

Holme Abbey Parish Council

Embleton & District Parish Council

Employers’ Forum on Disability

Holme East Waver PC

Holme Low Parish Council

English Heritage

Holme St Cuthbert Parish Council

Home Group

Environment Agency

Equality & Human Rights
Commission

Homes and Communities Agency

Equality and Human Rights
Commission

House Builders Federation

Eric Teltord Planning Associated

Impact Housing Association

Fairhurst

Inspira

Institute of Directors

Fields in Trust

Forestry Commission

Invest in Cumbria

Freight Transport Association

Friends of Deer Park

Invest in Cumbria

Friends of Rural Cumbria’s
Environment

Ireby Parish Council

Friends of the Earth West Cumbria

JMP Consultants Ltd

Friends of the Lake District

Jones Day

Friends, Families and Travellers

Gitcrux Parish Council

Jones Lang Lasalle

Gingerbread North West

Keswick Town Council

GL Hearn

Kirkbampton Parish Council

Gladedale Estates

Kirkbride Parish Council

Gladman Homes

Great Clifton Parish Council

N

Lake District National Park Authaority

Great Clifton Residents Group

Green Design Group

Lakeland Building Design

Greysouthen Parish Council

Lakes College West Cumbria

GVA

Lamplugh Parish Council

GVA Grimley

Gypsy Roma Traveller Achievement
Service Leeds

Lancaster University

Lattimer Group

Hall Aitken

Little Clifton Parish Council

Harvest Housing

Lorton Parish Council

Lowca Parish Goungil

Hayton & Mealo Parish Council

Health & Safety Executive

Loweswater Parish Council

LS {Jersy)




RAC Motoring Services

Maryport Town Council v
Miller Homes Lid v Ramblers v
Ramblers Association (Lake District} v
Mind in West Cumbria v
REG Windpower 4
Renewable UK v
Ministry of Defence v
Ministry of Defence v representing National Offender
Ministry of Justice v Management Service (NOMS) v
Mobile Operators Association v
Morrisons v Rights of Women v
v
N.J. Hodgson & Co — Road Haulage Association v
National Childminding Association
(North West Office) v Rockeliffe Parish Coungil v
National Farmers Union v
National Grid v Royal Mail Group Ltd v
v
NATS RSPB v
RWE npower renewables v
Natural England v Sainsburys Supermarkets v
Netwaork Rail Town Planning Team
(LNW) v Sanderson Weatherall v
NHS North West v Savills v
NHS Trust v
Seaton Parish Council v
North Cumbria University Hospitals Sebergham Parish Council v
NHS Trust v
North West Allerdale Trust v Silloth Town Council v
North West Ambulance Service NHS
Trust v Skills Funding Agency v
Northern Gas Networks Ltd v
E?nr?tf;%m Housing Consortium , Smiths Gore v
Nucelear Decommissioning Authority v Smiths Gore i
Nugeneration v Soiway Coast AONB v
Solway Firth Partnership v
Orion Parish Council
. . h L istri i v
Qughterside & Allerby Parish Coungil SO0 1554E I NEHE SinG
QOutreach Cumbria (GLBT Health Sport England <
Project) v
Sl Johns Castlerigg Parish Council v
Papcastle Parish Council Stagecoach Cumbria and North
Lancashire s
Paul Butler Associates v
Stewart Ross Associates v
Peagock & Smith v
Pergimmon Homes v Story Homes v
PFK_Planning % Sustrans z
Taylor & Hardy v
Planning Inspectorate v Taylor Wimpey North West v
Plumbland Parish Councii v Tesco Plc
Port of Workington v
The Coal Authority
RAC Motorinn Services v




The Co-operative Group Ltd

The Crown Estate

The Disabled Persons Transport

Advisory Committee v
The Garden History Society v
The Gendet Trust

The Georgian Group

The Green Party v
The Gypsy Council v
The Home Office v
The Marine Management

Organisation 4
The Market Hall v
The National Trust 4
The Office for Disability Issues v
The Runnymede Trust 4
The Senhouse Museum Trust v
The Society for the Protection of

Ancient Buildings 4
The Theatres Trust v
The Traveller Law Reform Project v
The Twentieth Century Society 4
The Victorian Society ¥
The Woodland Trust v
Thomas Armsirong Construction Ltd v
Thursby Parish Council

UK Resilience v
Underskiddaw Parish Council

United Utilities

University of Cumbyia v
Ward Hadaway v
Waverton Parish Coungil v
West Cumbria CVS v
West Cumbria Development Agency v
Westfield Housing Association v
Westnewton Action Group v
Westnewton Parish Council v
Westward Parish Council 0
Wigton Parish Council

Winscales Parish Council

Wm Morrison Supermarkets PLC v
Woodside Parish Council v
Workington Civic Trust v
Workington Town Council

Young Cumbria v
Youth Outreach v
Youthtastic v




List of individuals consulted on pre-submission draft

Hard
copy Email Letter

Ms Sarah Hemsley v
Mr David Williarms v
Mrs Anne Singleton v
Mr Douglas Newham v
Mrs Felicity Crowley v
Mr Joe Sandwith v
Mr R Nichols v
Miss F Watson v
Mr John F Hyncica r
Mr Alan Rule v
Mr Malcolm Jennings v
Mr David Colborn v
Mr John Robinson v
Mrs Margaret Robinson o
Mrs Fiona Weakley v
Miss D Lewthwaite v
Dr lan Francis v
Dr Simon Dumbill v
Mrs Jeannette Smith v
Mr Anthony Macey v
Mrs Susie Davies
Mrs Sylvia Walsh v
Mrs Sheila Pearson v
Mr Chris Taylor v
Dr lan Lowles v
Dr Mark Greaves v
Mrs Margaret Guy v
Mr and
Mrs D and GJ Crone v

ND Sideaway v
Mr Neil Bassett v
Mr Steve Atkinson v
Ms Margaret Armstrang v
Ms Susan Allison v
Mrs AMJ Jones v
Mr Stephen Murray ¥
Ms Judith Johnstone
Mrs A Logan v
Mr Clive Narrainen v
Mr JK Rylands v
Mr Adrian Brown v

J&K Howis v

Mary Walsh v
Mrs Ruth Guthrie v
Mr John Guthrie v
Mrs Judith Cockton v
Mr Robert Van Den Bossche v
Mrs Sheena Van Den Bossche v
Mr John Sutton v
Mrs Maureen Sutton v
Mr Stewart Gimber v

Mr Nicholas Cockton v
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Appendix 4

Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004

The Town and Country Planning {Local Planning) (England) Regulations
2012
Regulation 19 Consultation- Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1)

Allerdale Borough Council has published the pre-submission draft of the
Allerdale Local Plan containing the Core Strategy, Development Management
Policies and changes to the Proposal Map. The consultation period will run
from 3 May to 4pm 18 June 2013.

The Core Strategy sets out the overall strategy for future development
including housing, employment, retail, and leisure. The Development
Management policies provide more detailed guidance for determining
planning applications. The documents cover the whole of Allerdale that lies
outside the National Park.

The documents will be available to view between 9:00am to 5:00 pm Monday
to Thursday and 9:00 am to 4:30 pm on Fridays at the Council’s offices at
Allerdale House, Workington.

Copies will also be available to view at the following venues during their
normal opening hours;

Aspatria Library: The Brandshaw, Aspatria

Cockermouth Library: Main Street, Cockermouth

Maryport Library: Lawson Street, Maryport

Silloth Library: Solway Community School, Liddell Street, Silloth
Wigton Library: High Street, Wigton

Workington Library: Vulcans Lane, Workington

Customer Service Centre, Fairfield Car Park, Cockermouth
Town Hall, Senhouse Street, Maryport
Local Links, Market Hall, Wigton

The documents and comments form are also available on the Council’'s
website www.allerdale.gov.uk/localplan

The documents can be made available in alternative formats on request.

Representations should be made in writing, using the comments forms and
sent by either email or letter to:

Planning Policy, Development Services, Allerdale Borough Council, Allerdale
House, Workington CA14 3YJ or localplan@allerdale.gov.uk by no later than
4pm Tuesday 18 June 2013.




Representations may be accompanied by a request to be notified at a postal
address/email address of any of the following;

Submission of the Local Plan for public examination by an independent
Planning Inspector;

Publication of the Inspectors’ recommendations; and

The adoption of the Local Plan.

Mr K Kerrigan
Head of Development Services
3 May 2013
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Appendix 5

Pre Submission - Deposit Copies & Topic Paper Updates

List of locations where copies of the Preferred Options documents were available for
inspection

Alterdale Borough Coungil
Allerdale House

Mew Bridge Road
WORKINGTON

CA14 3YJ

Allerdale Borough Council
Falifield Car Park
COCKERMOUTH

CA13 9RT

Workington Library
Vulcans Lane
WORKINGTON
CA14 2ND

Maryport Library
Lawson Streel
MARYPORT
CA15 6ND

Cockermouth Library
Main Street
COCKERMOUTH
CA138LU

Wigton Library
High Street
WIGTON

CAT 8NJ

Aspatria Library
Local Link Centre
The Brandraw
ASPATRIA

CA7 3EZ

Silloth Library
Liddle Street
SILLOTH
CAT7 40D




Have Your Say - Local Plan - Allerdale Borough Council Appendix 6

Allerdale Borough Council
e e Allerdale House
Allerddale Workington
Cumbria CA14 3YJ
Tel. 01900 702702
Fax: 01900 702507
Email: enquines@allerdale.gov.uk

Lormufgh council

Have your say about the new Local Plan

Residents are being asked to give their views on a document which will determine planning strategy for
the next 15 years.

Allerdale Borough Council has launched its consultation on the next stage of the new Local Plan. This
‘pre-submission draft’ will form part of the final Plan, covering the area the Council administers planning
for, but exciuding the area inside the National Park Boundaries.

The Local Plan will set out a 15-year strategy to meet the needs of local communities for housing,
employment, retail and leisure, while balancing the need to protect the natural and built environment.

The Council now needs members of the public to give their opinions about the content of the document.
All the comments received will be submitted with the Fian to the Secretary of State for Communities and
Local Government for public examination.

Councillor Mark Fryer, Executive member with responsibility for planning policy, said: “This Local Plan
has been developed through a series of consultations over recent years, and extensive evidence
gathering by the Council. Putting the document together is a lengthy process - it is hugely important that
we get it right as it forms the basis for planning decisions over the next 15 years.

“We have to get the balance right in this document. It must give us scope for the right developments, of
the correct scale, to be made in the best locations, s6 the towns and villages of Allerdale can flourish.
However, it must also protect the rural and built environments, ensuring they are attractive places to live,
work and visit.”

Further information on the Local Plan and how to submit comments can be found at

www.allerdale.gov ukfiocalplan. Copies of the Local Plan can also be viewed from 3 May at libraries in
Aspatria, Cockermouth, Maryport, Silloth, Wigton and Workington, as well as at Council offices in Wigton,
Cockermouth, Maryport and Workington.

All comments must be submitted in writing, preferably, using the comments form, or alternatively by email
or letter. Comments can be submitted either by email at localplan@allerdale gov.uk or by post to
Planning Policy, Development Services, Allerdale House, New Bridge Road, Workington, CA14 3Y.J.

The deadline for comments is 4pm Tuesday 18 June 2013,
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Appendix 7

Our Ref: POC/CSDM/052013/2
Allerdale

boarcugh council

This matter is being dealt with by: Planning Policy Team
Direct Line: 01900 702610  Fax: 01900 702848 :
Email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk ‘"“

wiww. allerdale.gov.ul

Judith Nelson

North West Planner
English Heritage
Canada House

3 Chepstow Street
Manchester M1 5FW

30 May 2013

Dear Madam,

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) — Pre-Submission Draft Consultation

Further to my letter dated 3 May 2013 regarding the public consultation on the proposed
Allerdale L ocal Plan (Part 1) Pre-submission Draft, | am writing to advise that the consultation
period has been extended until 4pm Friday 12 July 2013.

Topic papers, which provide background detail and explanation, on a number of policy areas
have been added to the Council website at www.allerdale.gov.uk/localplan alongside the

Alierdale Local Plan (Part 1) Pre-submission Draft, Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats
Regulations Assessment. The topic papers published by the Council are

Wind Turbine Separation Distance
Spatial Strategy

Housing Growth

Cumulative Viability Assessment

Copies of the Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) along with the Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats
Regulations Assessment are available to view at the Council Offices at Allerdale House,
Workington between 9:00 am and 5pm Monday to Thursday and 9:00 am to 4:30 pm on
Fridays

Copies are also available for inspection at the following locations during their normal opening
hours:

e Aspatria Library; Local Link, The Brandraw, Aspatria, CA7 3EZ (016973 20515)

o Cockermouth Customer Services Centre: Fairfield Car Park, Cockermouth, CA13 9RT
(01900 702870)

s Cockermouth Library: Main Street, Cockermouth, CA13 9LU (01900 325990)

Allerdale Borough Council
Allerdale House

& Allerdale - a great Workington
6‘“\' place to live, Cumbrla CA14 3YJ
4:- work and visit Tel: 01900 702702

Fax: 01900 702507




¢ Maryport Customer Services Centre: Senhouse Street, Maryport, CA15 6BH
o Maryport Library: Lawson Street, Maryport CA15 6ND (01900 812384)

e Silloth Library: Solway community school, Liddell Street, Silloth CA7 4DD (016973
32195)

¢ Wigton Library: High Street, Wigton (016973 66150)
o Wigton Local Link: Community Office, Market Hall, Wigton CA7 9AA (01900 702890)
e Workington Library: Vulcans Lane, Workington, CA14 2ND (01800 706170)

Alternative formats may be available upon request
Comments should be made using the official representation form which can be downloaded

from our website: www.allerdale.gov.uk/iocalplan. A guidance note has been prepared to help
you make your comment and this is also available on our website.

Hard copies of the representations form are available at the council offices and libraries, and
can be requested by telephoning 01800 702610 or by emailing localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

Completed forms should be returned by email or post to:
Email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

Post:  Planning Policy
Development Setrvices
Allerdale Borough Council
Allerdale House
WORKINGTON
CA14 3YJ

Please note that this is a statutory period of consultation and all comments must be receivad by
4pm Friday 12 July 2013 (extended from 18™ June 2013) to make sure they are considered.
If you have already submitted comments since the start of this consultation these have been
logged and you do not need to re-submit them.

The representations received during this formal period of consultation will be passed to the
Planning inspectorate for use in the Examination in Public, and as such these will be published
for public scrutiny.

If you have any queries regarding the Pre Submission consultation or would fike to be kept
informed as to the progress of the Plan, please do not hesitate to contact a member of the
Planning Policy team on 01900 702610 or by email: localplan@allerdale gov.uk

Yours faithfully

U Heo—

Kevin Kerrigan
Head of Development Services



Appendix 8

OurRef:  POC/CSDM/052013/2 .
Allerdale

bBoarough eauncil

This matter is being dealt with by: Planning Policy Team
Direct Line: 01900 702610 Fax: 01900 702848

Email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

www.allerdale.gov.uk

31 May 2013

Dear Sir or Madam,
Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) — Pre-Submission Draft Consultation

| am writing to advise that the consultation period on the proposed Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1)
Pre-submission Draft has been extended until 4pm Friday 12 July 2013.

Topic papers, which provide background detail and explanation, on a number of policy areas
have been added to the Council website at www.allerdale.gov.uk/localplan alongside the
Allerdale Local Plan {Part 1) Pre-submission Draft, Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats
Regulations Assessment. The topic papers published by the Council are

Wind Turbine Separation Distance
Spatial Strategy

Housing Growth

Cumulative Viability Assessment

Could you please ensure that the copies of the Allerdale Local Plan {Part 1) and associated
documents remain on deposit until the revised date of 12 July 2013.

The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) along with the Sustainability Appraisal and Habitats
Regulations Assessment are will also remain on deposit at the Council Offices at Allerdale
House, Workington between 9:00 am and 5pm Monday to Thursday and 9:00 am to 4:30 pm on
Fridays

Copies are available for inspection at the following locations during their normal opening hours:

¢ Agpatria Library: Local Link, The Brandraw, Aspatria, CA7 3EZ (016973 20515)

¢ Cockermouth Customer Services Centre: Fairfield Car Park, Cockermouth, CA13 9RT
(01900 702870)

» Cockermouth Library: Main Street, Cockermouth, CA13 9LU (01900 325990)
» Maryport Customer Services Centre: Senhouse Street, Maryport, CA15 6BH

Allerdale Borough Council
Allerdale House
Workington

Cumbria CA14 3YJ

Tel: 01800 702702

Fax: 01900 702507

Allerdale - a great
place to live,
work and visit




=  Maryport Library: Lawson Street, Maryport CA15 6ND (01900 812384)

» Silloth Library: Solway community school, Liddell Street, Silloth CA7 4DD (016973
32195)

*  Wigton Library: High Street, Wigton (016973 66150)

= Wigton Local Link: Community Office, Market Hall, Wigton CA7 9AA (01900 702890)

¢ Workington Library: Vulcans Lane, Workington, CA14 2ND (01900 706170)
Alternaiive formats may be available upon request
Please note that this is a statutory period of consultation and all comments must be received by
4pm Friday 12 July 2013 (extended from 18™ June 2013) to make sure they are considered.
If representors have aiready submitted comments since the start of this consultation these have
been logged and they do not need to re-submit them.

If you have any queries regarding the Pre Submission consultation or require further forms or
guidance notes, please do not hesitate to contact a member of the Planning Policy team on

01900 702610 or by email: localplan@allerdale.gov.uk

Yours faithfully

U Ho—

Kevin Kerrigan
Head of Development Services



- . Appendix 9
Local Plan consultation - Allerdale Borough Council

Alierdale Borough Council

et =l Allardale House
ﬁr..',f'.;.’.‘. *‘l f  Workington
i s Cumbra CA14 3YJ

Tel: 01900 702702
Fax: 01900 702507
Email: enquiries@allerdale.gov.uk

Local Plan consultation exercise extended

Residents are being given mare fime to share their views on a document which will determine planning
strategy for the next 15 years.

Allerdale Borough Council is consulting the public on the next stage of the new Local Plan. This ‘pre-
submission draft’ will form part of the final Plan, covering the area the Council administers planning for,
but excluding the area inside the National Park Boundaries.

The consultation pericd has been extended to 4pm on Friday 12 July 2013 to give people more time to
look at new information which has been made available on the subjects of housing, renewable energy
and viabitity.

The Local Plan will set out a 15-year strategy to meet the needs of local communities for housing,
employment, retail and leisure, while balancing the need to protect the natural and built environment. All
the comments received will be submitted with the Plan to the Secretary of State for Communities and
Local Government for public examination.

Further information on the Local Plan and how to submit comments can be found at
www.allerdale.gov.ukflocalplan. Copies of the Local Plan can also be viewed from 3 May at libraries in
Aspatria, Cockermouth, Maryport, Silloth, Wigten and Workington, as well as at Council offices in Wigton,
Cockermouth, Maryport and Workington. All comments must be submitted in writing, preferably, using
the comments form, or alternatively by email or letter. Comments can be submitted either by email at
localplan@alierdale.gov.uk or by post to Planning Palicy, Development Services, Allerdale House, New
Bridge Road, Workington, CA14 3YJ.
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