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Appendix 1

Pre-submission Responses

i }épmpaﬁﬁdrﬁaﬁiéaﬁé::t:_' . The Coal Authorty -~~~ .~ Document: LP - .=

Néﬁae: MI‘-'?f"Aj{_'_:-‘_[.' i Nodhcote :‘

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

Legally Compliant: No Justified: Yes Consistent: No
Summary:  Objection - The Plan does not make reference to the Cumbria Minerais and Waste Development Framework,

Fuil
Response:

Changes :

which leaves the reader potentially being unaware that these DPDs are relevant to the taking forward of non-mineral
development proposals.

Objection - The Allerdale Local Plan does not make any reference to any part of the Cumbria Minerals and Waste
Development Framework, which leaves the reader potentially being unaware that these DPDs are relevant to the
taking forward of non-mineral development proposals.

The Cumbria Minerals and Waste Core Strategy, which forms part of the overall Cumbria MWDF, was adopted in
April 2009. In line with the former MPS1, now the NPPF, this incorporated a commitment to defining Minerals
Safeguarding Areas (MSAs) for the surface coal resource areas within the County (Core Strategy Policy 14). As
such, the surface coal resource area within Allerdale Boraugh was then defined as an MSA and a Mineral
Consultation Area through the subsequent Policy DC9 of the Generic Development Control Policies DPD within the
Cumbria MWDF. This Policy DC9 requires implementation by the District Council in order to ensure that minerals
are not needlessly sterilised by non-mineral surface development.

The NPPF in paragraphs 143 and 144 sets out an obligation on both MPAs and LPAs to ensure that mineral
resources are not needlessly sterilised and to promote the prior extraction of mineral resources where appropriate if
sterilisation is to occur.

Change Requested - The Allerdale Local Plan should provide an appropriate cross reference to the Cumbria
Minerals and Waste Development Framework.

Council’s

Response:

Change :

Action:

ltis considered that the Plan includes policy material to ensure that the development is consistent with the Minerals
and Wasle Development Framework. However, it is accepted that a more explicit, direct reference would both
improve clarity of the Plan and clear guidance for users.

Yes

The Links table proceeding Folicy S2 has been updated to provide a cross reference to the Cumbria Mineral and
Waste Development Framework.
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epiD: 2/ 1  CompanyiOrganisation: - Friends of the Lake District  Document LP - i "

Name: Dr . K- Wishaw - -~ Policy  General . .
7 SupportiObject: Object Soundf/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No Effective: No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No  Consistent: No
g e S, e T e e S g T g e e i [

Summary:  FLD would encourage the inclusion of a policy addressing electricity infrastructure,

Full Friends of the Lake District previously made representations regarding the lack of a policy addressing electricity

Response: infrastructure. No policy has been put forward so our previous comments stand and are reproduced below.

FLD would encourage the inclusion of a policy addressing electricity infrastructure, Policy EM17 in the adopted
Local Plan addresses this. Such infrastructure is potentially highly intrusive. The issue remains of relevance, and
should therefore be addressed in the revised Plan.

In terms of the tests of legal compliance and soundness therefore, FLD would highlight the following conflicts:

1. The DPD has not had regard to extant Reglonal Spatial Strategy policy, most notably EM1.

2. The DPD has 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 socic-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 contribuie to and enhance the local environment by
protecting and enhancing valued landscapes.

Changes :  Suggested Changes Include a policy on electricity infrastructure. Where new development required new grid
connections, these should be undergrounded wherever possible. It should be noted that the Solway Coast AONB
has an amenity allowance for undergrounding within the AONB boundaries.

Council's It is considered that the Plan includes policy material to address the future development of electricity infrastructure,
Response: both in terms of accessing the impacts and protecting amenity, landscape and biodiversity.

Change:  Not accepted

Action:

No further action
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'ep ID: 11‘_]“ 1 _ C.o}l_lpanyIOrg'Enit_iatlpr;\: T R i 'li}.ocuh\ent: LP

Mame: Mr - R © ° Oxlade - Policy: Ggﬁe{alll

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

LT - T S e

Respondent makes comments on the main issues facing Allerdale, however, these do not relate to the soundenss
of legal compliance of the plan.

Firstly some background information on myself and my partner Angela, we both moved to Cumbria around four
years ago to escape the rat race that is the south East and now live in Stainburn, both have experience of what it is
like to five in an area that keeps building and creating more congestion and reducing the quality of life, Cumbria met
our requirements in being rural and sparsely populated away from the maddening crowds. Allerdale needs to keep
focus on what makes this area attractive to people like myself, the excessive number of wind farms has had a major
impact and building large housing estates on Greenfield sites would make things even worse. It is also Important to
align the demand for housing with the potential for employment; it took me three years to find suitable employment
before | could make the move to Cumbria and even though | work for the major employer in the area | had to accept
a reduced income.

You talk of the need for more housing, building more housing estates Is | believe just a short term view of the
government to address the issues with unemployment in the construction industry; you cannot just keep building
houses to keep people employed just like an economy cannot be based upon continual expansion, it needs to reach
equilibrium. Another point is that before building new property you must fully utilise the existing housing stock,
whilst there are many properties for sale the demand must be low, there are new housing estates in both Flimby and
Dearham with vacant new property for sale so if people cannot shift existing property then where is the demand for
new homes coming from?

| regularly pass the old Alcan works in Workington and it's such a negative for the area, if you cannot utilise the site
for industry then build new homes here rather than encroaching into the countryside using Greenfield sites.

One of the big challenges for the Allerdale district is rejuvenation which requires investment from companies willing
to start their businesses in the area which would provide opportunities for local people to get a decent wage. The
issue facing any business in this area is Logistics, if you are going to start a business that requires material and a
final product to be shipped then you want to be near a major motorway, and more central in the UK, not tucked away
in the far north western corner. So make better use of the Workington docks where large loads can easily be
shipped between Liverpool, Swansea, Cardiff, Bristol, Plymouth and Southampton as examples without reliance on
heavy road haulage and the wear and tear this causes to the roads and offer incentives 1o attract new businesses.

Another issue in Cumbria is a skills shortage, although a nationwide problem it is very evident in Cumbria and is
potentially one reason why new businesses are not attracted to the area. Local colleges have difficulty in recruiting
people able to deliver courses, mainly because the bigger employer down the road offers a higher salary and good
pension scheme but even they have issues with recruiting the right people and | know people who have 1o travel to
Newcastle for certain courses. There is a need to recruit people from outside the area to teach in local colleges and
training centres by offering relocation packages and incentives, living within easy reach of the lakes is one, and the
fact that within three hours you can be in Manchester, Glasgow, Newcastle or Edinburgh should address the worry
about retail.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Noted

No Change
No further action
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Rep ID: __1'2'{_ "4 CompanylOrganisation: ! —— _ e Document; LP

~ Name: Ms M  Fitzgerald © Policy:  General -
7 Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  The respondent is concerned about the use of the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint as part of the economic
strategy adopted by the Allerdale Local Plan, both in terms of content of the Blueprint and process of its production.
Full | have continuing concerns about this document’s heavy reliance on the ‘Economic Blueprint' which was prepared
Response: by Britain's Energy Coast. The Blueprint was published in 2012 and the first draft of Allerdale’s Draft Development
Framework was delayed in anticipation that the Blueprint would be in a sufficiently advanced state to fully inform the
Local Plan. In the event, this was not the case and the earlier draft of the plan was put out for public consultation
before the Blueprint had been printed and distributed.
Britain’s Energy Coast is a litle adopted by the local nuclear industry and its partners, including Allerdale and
Copeland Borough Councils as well as a large number of established local businesses.
The appropriateness of consultation with influentiat ‘partners’ and ‘stakeholders’ as an integral part of the process of
preparing the Development Framework is not disputed.
Britain’s Energy Coast, however, appears to have had a disproportionate influence on elements of the Framework
which threatens the objectivity and integrity of the document as a whole and the autonemy of the Local Authority in
its preparation.
References to Britain's Energy Coast recur throughout the document. Britain’s Energy Coast is indeed the only
‘partner mentioned in the Strategic Objectives (Page 18), where SO3b confirms the Council’s full commitment to the
economic aims of the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint and Implementation Plan.
Further references to Britain’s Energy Coast include:
Page 22 -S2 Sustainable Development Principles
Page 30- S3 Spatial Strategy and Growth
Page 36 - S6a Workington
Page 72 - 812 (Economy) Land and Premises
Page 73 S13 Energy Coast Innovation Zone.This whole of the above Chapter is devoted to Britain's Energy
Coast: a Masterplan for West Cumbria (2007) and the Economic Blueprint. The reference in paragraph 164 ‘to
other nuclear and energy sectors’ requires clarification. ‘Nuclear’ is part of the ‘energy sector’ and an explanation as
to which other forms of energy the Council and its ‘partners’ are referring to is lacking from this paragraph.
Page 79 - S14 Rural Economy
Page 80 - 815 Education and Skills
Page 84 - S16 Town Centres and Retail
Page 88 - S17 Tourism, Coastal and Countryside Recreation
Page 89- 818 Derwent Forest
Page 92 - $19 Renewable Energy and Low Carbon Technology
Page 97 - S20 Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects
Page 105 - §23 Supporting and Safeguarding Strategic Infrastructure
Page 148 - DM3 Protection of Employment Sites
Changes :
Council's Noted
Response:
Change:  Ng change
Action: No further action
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RepID:. 25/ 1. .CompanylOrganisation: AspatnaTownCouncl . Document: tP

Name: Mrs* H © - Ostle e : P °“¢¥* - General
SupportiObject: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  There is no mention of North Allerdale in the Local Plan and therefore there is no cross boundary. In addition there
is no reference to the new Localism Act, ie Parish and Town Councils

Full There is no mention of North Allerdale in the Local Plan and therefore there is no cross boundary. In addition thera
Response: is no reference to the new Localism Act, ie Parish and Town Councils. Aspatria Town Council believe that the plan
should cover ALL of Allerdale.

Changes ;

Council's  Comments noted. It is considered that the Plan includes a clear strategy for the sustainable development of the

Response: whole of the Allerdale Local Plan Area, including the north of the area. Locality area based policies {S6) have been
prepared access the Pian Area. The Plan has been prepared over a number of years in consultation and
cooperation with a wide range of stakeholders, including Parish councils. A topic paper has been produced to detail
the compliance with the Localism Act and the Duty to Cooperate.

Change: g, change
Action: No further action

4~ Company/Organisation:  Ramblers Document: 1P . -

Fa

RepID: = 56{ ..

©. Name: Mrs~ Pauline = Goodridge ..~ Pelioy ™ General '~ "
SupportiObject: Object SoundiUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Sections 6 & 7 does not comply with Government policy on coastal access (i.e. England Coastal Route)

Full Sections € & 7 does not comply with Government policy on coastal access (i.e. England Coastal Route)
Response:

Changes :

Council's  References to the England Coastal Route have been corrected throughout the documenit
Response:

Change:  pgrially accept

Action: Correction of terminology relating the England Coastal Route.
Rep ID: 205] 10 - CoﬁpanyﬁO}ganisaﬁon: Cbpelé;ld' BOrddgh Council b= ~ Document: ' {P .
; ‘_ ‘ Name: Mr Chns ;: Hoban . P°|.E¢V: Gengr?_l
Supﬁorubbject: . SoundIUn.sound: | Positi-vely Prepared: Effe?:tive:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Highfights typographical errors throughout Plan

Full There are a few occasions when Westlakes Science and Technology Park has not been given its full title. It may

Response:  seem pedantic but for clarity, and to avoid confusion, please can you use the term Westlakes Science and
Technology Park in the following paragraphs:167 (page 75, 168 (page 75), 181 (page 81), (fogether with any further
references | may have missed), Also, paragraph 167 (page 74) should also say ‘Moorside’, not Moorfield.

Changes:  Correct typographical errors

Councils  Noted. Typographical errors have been corrected accordingly.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Correct typographical errors
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epiD: = 37/ . 2 CompanylOrganisation: English Heritage = ' Document: LP. & -

T

' Name: Ms E . Hrycan | - Policy: .. ntroduction
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  There has been no proper, accurate assessment of heritage assets within the Borough

Full There has been no proper, accurate assessment of the significance of heritage assets in the area and the

Response:  contribution they make to the Borough (NPPF, Paragraph 169). This paragraph needs to expand on the portrait of
the built heritage within the Borough to illustrate this. The list of heritage assets is inaccurate. There is some
concern over the accuracy of the figures quoted for heritage assets. Listed buildings: 1181 {(not 1500} Scheduled
Monuments 140 (not 80) Although reference has been made to the number of listed buildings scheduled
monuments and conservation areas. It does not go far enough to show the character of the area and the
contribution it makes to all aspects of life and why it is special. Further into the document, reference is made to a
variety of heritage assets (both designated and non-designated) and this should be brought out here to be
consistent. They have been highlighted so are obviously considered an important part of the character of the
Borough for example historic harbours, market towns. It should be noted that any reference to the WHS should be
amended to read Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Hadrian’s Wall): World Heritage Site, which is now the official
name.

Changes: The Plan needs lo be expanded to explicitly detail the heritage assets in the Borough and to make an assessment of
their conrtibution to the area. Listed buildings: 1181 Scheduled monuments: 140 The Plan needs to be expanded to
explicitly detail the heritage assets and the contribution they make to the area.The Plan needs to make sure that
reference to specific heritage assets that are mentioned elsewhere in the Plan are emphasised here. Throughout
the Plan references to the WHS should read Frontiers of the Roman Empire (Hadrian’s Wall): World Heritage Site.

Council's  The Plan would benefit from the changes suggested, and the spatial portrait, area based introductions as well as
Response: Policy $27 introduction have been updated as appropriate, and as discussed with English Heritage.

Change : Yes

Action: Changes made to the Spatial Portrait, S6 introductions and $27 as suggested.
Rep ID '58] i . 2 'Cémpanlerganisation:':_-.’"Sto;yr Homéé - " ] : Docurhe“nt:; LPTS

in .' Name: b ; oh e " i’ollici: 'Inirﬁd_g_dtiqn '
-SupportIObject: Object . Sound/Unsound: Q.nsound Positively Prepared: . Effec.ti-v.'e: .
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Does not consider that the plan complies with the Duty to Cooperate

Full No evidence is identified as to how cross-boundary impacts have been materially addressed in the emerging plan or

Response: neighbouring plans whilst evidence identifies that there are cross-boundary issues that need 1o be reconciled. The
Statement of Compliance with the Duty to Co-operate May 2013 does not set out what active policy measures are
included within the plan. The key element of interest to Story Homes is in relation to the approach on housing
delivery and co-operation in regards to addressing neighbouring authorities undersupply, or Allerdale’s undersupply,
both historic and planned given the housing requirement within the plan will not meet the Authorities objectively
assessed needs for both market and affordable housing (paragraph 47 of the NPPF). The plan is therefore not
sound and does not comply with the Duty to Cooperate in the Localism Act 2011

Changes :

[T

Council's  Comments are noted. A 'Duty to Cooperate’ Statement of Compliance has been produced to clearly demonstrate
Response: how the Plan and the LA meets the DTC. The Statement document has been updated to provide greater clarity and
evidence.

Change H Nfa

Action: The Statement document has been updated to provide greater clarity and evidence.
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Rep!D: 19/ 1= Company/Organisation: = Associated British Ports - Portof -+ Document: - P, wir

Name: . . i S ‘__’0“‘*2 Vision o WL
Suppert/Object:  Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  ABP supports the vision for Silloth within the Local Plan as it is considered it appropriately supports the Port of
Silloth

Full Vision

Response: The Local Plan Vision sets out the roles that the Council proposes the individual settlements in Allerdale will perform
by 2028 and Strategic Objectives setting out how this vision will be achieved.
In relation to Silloth and the Port of Silloth, the Vision states that the role of the port will be maintained and
enhanced. The Strategic Objectives state that the long-term sustainability of the ports at Workington and Silloth will
be delivered through support for appropriate port-related activities and lobbying for improved road and rail links
{Strategic Objective SO3j) and the role of bath ports as alternative means of accessing the area for business and
visitors will be promoted.

ABP supports the vision for Silloth and the above mentioned Strategic Objectives. As referred to above, the Port of
Silloth plays a vital role in the economy of Allerdale and the wider region. It aiso one of the main employers in Silloth
and supports numerous business in Sitloth and the wider area, including Carr's Flour Milt, Prime Molasses and the
agricultural industry. It is therefore considered vital that the role that the Port plays in the local economy and
employment is supported in the Local Plan.

In addition, it should be recognised that the Port of Silloth is a vital piece of transport infrastructure for many
businesses and industries in the area, including the agricultural sector. More specifically, it provides a sustainable
and cost effective means of importing and exporting goods for these businesses and industries and connects them
to the wider UK. It also provides a sustainable option for distributing freight around the country, reducing the amount
of freight transporied by road. it is, however, vital to the service that the Port plays that the road infrastructure
connecting the Port to wider area is improved and maintained in order to ensure ease of access to the Port for the
above-mentioned businesses and industries.

Changes :  Greater emphasis should be given to the importance of Silloth as a vital piece of transport infrastructure.

Council's Noted
Response:

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepID:: < 377" 31+ Company/Organisation: - English Heritage S i e Dog:'um't_;ni: (LR

" Name: Ms ¢ E- Hrycan * - - . Poliey: "= Vison
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Plan should refer to the historic environment in this paragraph. Refer to NPPF wording possibly conserve and
enhance.

Full The Plan should refer to the historic environment in this paragraph. Refer to NPPF wording possibly conserve and
Response: enhance .

Changes: Replace protected and enhanced with conserve and enhanced, which would tie in with the NPPF.

Council's  Change accepted.

Response:
Change:  ppcepted.
Action: The vision has been updated accordingly.
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" i ' CompanyIOrganisatlon Engltsh Herltage y o : Document LP

Name Ms . E . Hrycan G Pohcy- VlSHDn -o
Support/Object: SoundfUnsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The vision does not refer to the historic environment and any particular character or heritage assets in Workington.

Full The vision does not refer to the historic environment and any particular character or heritage assets in Workington.
Response:

Changes: The Plan needs to expand this section to ensure that there is a description of the historic environment of Workington
and an assessment of its character and heritage assets

Council's  The vision has been developed through various rounds of public consultation and therefore, reflects the issues and
Response: aspirations raised. It is not accepted that the vision need emphasis the historic environment on a blanket basis.

Change : No

Action: No change required.

Rep ID: = 37'] "l CompanyIOrgamsataon_ i:t‘Enghsh Hemage Document LP o 4
Name' Ms Hrycan P°I'°y ,l_ V‘S’on

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

=

Summary:  Briefly summarises the main historic character of the area and its distinctiveness. We support the recognition of the
importance of the Roman and Georgian heritage in future tourism promotion.

Full Briefly summarises the main historic character of the area and its distinctiveness. We support the recognition of the
Response: importance of the Roman and Georgian heritage in future tourism promotion.

Changes :

Council’s Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No changes required.

=

Rep Ibi_ ,-:-", 37'_1: 5 CompanlerganIsatlon Eﬁgliéh_He'r:!ﬁ.ag.e
Su-pporUObject: Sound/Unsound: Posmvely Prepared Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support this policy subject to changes
Full Subject to the change suggested below, we support this paragraph. We welcome reference to the historic

Response:  environment. The vision would benefit from expanding on elements of the built environment for example -what is the
significant character of Cockermouth (i.e. why is it high quality?) or are any heritage assets?

Changes: The Plan should be expanded to include an assessment of the significant character for Cockermouth.

Councils  The vision has been developed through various rounds of public consultation and therefore, reflects the issues and
Response: aspirations raised. It is not accepted that the vision need emphasis the history environment on a blanket basis.

Change : No

Action: No changes required.
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eplD: 37/ 7 _":Com'banyJOrga!_liSa't'lk_m: | Englsh Hertage - - . Ji Docﬁm'eﬁt_:Ii P

Name: Ms - E. . "© Hrycan %. \ Poliey: .~ Vision - '
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support this policy subject to changes

Full Subject to the change suggested below, we support this paragraph. We welcome the positive proposal to enhance

Respense:  the historic fabric of Wigton. However, the vision would benefit from emphasising what the historic environment is
and why it is important in the identity of Wigton similarly to a particular emphasis on the character made in the
paragraph on Maryport.

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

Council's  The vision has been developed through various rounds of public consultation and therefore, reflects the issues and
Response: aspirations raised. It is not accepted that the vision need emphasis the historic environment on a blanket basis.

Change : No

Action: No change required.

RepiD: 37 8 - C‘c::_mpany'l(_);g'a_ni_s'ation: - English Henitage e D Document: LP b

, © .. Name: Ms ET " Hyean . * Polley ' Vision.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Support this policy subject to changes
Full Subject to the change suggested below, we support this paragraph. We welcome the reference to the historic

Response:  environment in the document’s vision of enhancing the tourism sector in Silloth. However, the vision would bensfit
from providing more emphasis on the historic environment. However, there is no detail as to what this is.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include an assessment of the significant character for Silloth.

Council's  The vision has been developed through various rounds of public consultation and therefore, reflects the issues and
Response: aspirations raised. It is not accepted that the vision need emphasis the historic environment on a blanket basis.

Change : No

Action: No change required.
RepiD: 37/: 9~ CompanylOrganisation: = English Herftage © & -+ Document: " 1P " - -
' " Name: Ms E Hrycan - = Policy: :,'" Vision
Support/iObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The vision does not refer to the historic environment and any particular character or heritage assets in Aspatria. Itis
recommended that this be incorporated.

Full The vision does not refer to the historic environment and any particular character or heritage assets in Aspatria. It is
Response:  recommended that this be incorporated.

Changes :  The Plan needs to expand this section to ensure that there is a description of the historic environment of Agpatria
and an assessment of it's character and heritage assets.

et O e Vet EL RS S e S R

Council's  The vision has been developed through various rounds of public consultation and therefore, reflects the issues and
Response:  aspirations raised. It is not accepted that the vision need emphasis the historic environment on a blanket basis.

Change : No

Action: No change required.
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Rep ID: - 38 /. 1 CompanyiOrganisation: . Crosscanonby Parish Council - . Document: ' LP

- , " Mame: MrsC . ‘Freeland =~ - Poller . Vison
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Questions validity of statement in Vision

Full Page 16 Rural Areas "whilst the quality of the local environment assets has been protected and enhanced"
Response:  Currently no evidence of this happening.

Changes :

Council's Comments noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No changes suggested.

©1. Dpcument: - LP .

Rep_ID: B0 1 Con.'lpanyIOrganisaﬁon:';; REG Wiﬁdpower- -.;;I; :

- Name: Mr © Matt . Olley - =7 Polioy oo Vision =0
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Considers that vision should directly support renewable energy.
Full The approach advocated in national policy and summarised above is generally reflected in the Vision; however, the

Response: following additionslamendments are requested in order to make the vision more precise and proactive in relation to
renewable energy developments. These amendments were requested by REG at the preferred options stage: By
2028 Allerdale ‘s communities will be sustainable, prosperous, safe, healthy and vibrant. The economy will be
strong, diversified and well connected, with a growing and highly skilled population, with high employment, building
on skills and opportunities in the nuclear, renewable energy and tourism sectors. It will be a place that is adaptable
to the challenges of climate change, where renewable energy generation is supported, has a diverse and
extensive.... It is considered that the benefits of renewable energy should be recognised at the outset of the Core
Strategy. Whilst obvious benefits include national security through sustainable energy supply, there are significant
economic benefits generated by renewable energy schemes both local and nationally as are identified in the report
prepared by BIGGAR Economics on behalf of DECC and RenewableUK (see further below). Bearing in mind these
benefits and the provisions of the NPPF, REG consider that without the above amendments, the vision is not
positively prepared and is therefore unsound.

Changes :

Council's  Noted. The vision supports economic development, and stresses the importance of the energy sector. It is
Response: considered that this includes the renewable energy sector, therefore a specific reference is not required.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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ﬁép‘ll):';,, 205/ 1°.° Company/Organisation: Cbbeiand Borougrh Cddncfi' ‘ ﬁdc'ﬁl_n_ent: LP B

Name: Mr . Chns . Hoban . ~ - Peliey:". . Vision °, -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Vision appears to be a reasonable reflection of Allerdale’s aspirations for the future. It is broadly consistent with
the Vision in the Copeland Core Strategy. Questions reference to Workington as West Cumbria's principal centre.

Full The Vision appears to be a reasonable reflection of Allerdale’s aspirations for the future. It is broadly consistent with

Response:  the Vision in the Copeland Core Strategy. Our only area of concern is on page 15, where we would question
Workington's position as West Cumbria’s principal residential, educational, leisure, cultural and cormmercial centre.
This is a change from the Prefered Options draft which stated that Workington will have retained and enhanced its
role as Allerdale’s principal residential, which reflected the significant and complementary role that Whitehaven also
plays in this part of west Cumbria.

Changes :

Council's  The Council maintains the position that Workington is West Cumbria's principal centre, and this is supported by
Response:  appropriate evidence.

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

Rep ID: 197 - 2. -'_;,_,'Cqmpanvargaﬂisati"':'.‘ Associated British Ports - Port of T ‘Document: * LP - e
T Rt ' | Policy: | . Objectives =~ . -
Support/Object: Cbject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Preparad: Effective: No

Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent: No

Summary: It is considered that this objective should also identify the Port of Silloth as essential infrastructure and support its
continued operation.

Full Strategic Objectives

Response:  Notwithstanding the above, Strategic Objective SO3b states that the timely improvement and delivery of essential
infrastructure, such as the Port of Workington to support economic growth will be supported. For the reasons
outlined above, namely the role that the Port of Silloth plays in the local economy and the support it provides for
local business and industries, it is considered that Strategic Qbjective SO3b should also identify the Port of Silloth
as essential infrastructure and support its continued operation. Due to the omission of reference to the Part of Silloth
as essential infrastructure in Strategy Objective SO3b, ABP objects to this objective and considers it to be unsound.
As referred to above, the Port is a vital piece of infrastructure for many business and industries in the area, providing
them with easy access to wider markets and providing a sustainable and cost effective solution for the import and
export of goods. By not acknowledging that the Port of Silloth is essential infrastructure in Allerdale, it is considered
that the Local Plan is not based on sound infrastructure planning and is therefore in-effective.Furthermore, the
National Policy Statement for Ports (January 2012} highlights the essential role that ports play in the UK economy.
In particular, it states that at & regional and local level, the economic benefits of ports can include regeneration and
employment opportunities, as well as additional benefits resulting from the associated agglomeration of businesses.
Therefore by not identifying the Port of Silloth as essential infrastructure in Allerdale and by ot providing a sirmilar
level of support as provided for the Port of Workington, it is considered that the Local Plan would also be
inconsistent with national policy and unsound. ABP therefore requests that Strategic Objective SO3b also provides
support for the Port of Silloth,and proposes the following wording amendments:
Encourage the development of business clusters, maximise the economic opportunities identified in the West
Cumbria Economic Blueprint and Implementation Plan and ensure the timely improvement and delivery of essential
infrastructure, such as the Port of Workington and the Port of Silloth, to support economic growth.

Changes :  ABP proposes the following word amendments: "Encourage the development of business clusters, maximise the
economic opportunities identified in the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint and Implementation Plan and ensure the
timely improvemen and delivery of essential infrastructure, such as the Port of Workington and the Port of Silloth, to
support economic growth."

Council's  The Plan provides clear policy supporting the Port of Silloth, and this support has been emphasised following
Response: representations to the Pre-Submission Draft. However, it is not considered appropriate to emphasis the Port of
Silloth in this particular objective as this relates to the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint.

Change: g change
Action: No further action
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Rep 10:

epID: . 337 1 Company!brganISatibp: : Stégécoécb NorthWest - ' chi.lme_nt: 3 LP N N
St ] . .  Name: Mr- N %  Winter N - Poli_cyi Obje‘_ctwgs o
- Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  S02d. Affordable homes should have a higher priority for access to convenient passenger transport services over
higher value homes.

Full 502d Affordable homes should have a higher priority for access to convenient passenger transport services over

Response:  higher value homes.

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

Council's  Noted. S04a seeks to locate all types of development in locations that are accessible by a variety of modes of

Response: transport, and in particular public transport. Therefore, it is considered that this approach in combination with the
Policies in the Plan are sufficient to meet the objective outlined.

Change:  Ng change

Action: No further action

e Companlergar_lisation:"f: Stagecoach North West: - . Document: "{P

337

Sl o e Winter g Sl " Policy: "‘-.'-_"\'.‘_iject|v§s‘ i

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

Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  S04a. Walking distances to bus stops should ideally not exceed 400m. New development roads should be designed
so buses may serve the area in a timely and efficient way. Bus routes will ideally be traffic calming free or subject to
bus friendly traffic calming that does not cause passengers lo fall, or damage the bus and has the least adverse
impact on time to complete the route.

Full S04a Walking distances to bus stops should ideally not exceed 400m. New development roads should be designed

Response: 50 buses may serve the area in a timely and efficient way. Bus routes will ideally be traffic calming free or subject to
bus friendly traffic calming that does not cause passengers to fall, or damage the bus and has the least adverse
impact on time to complete the route.

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

Council's  Noted. SO4a seeks 1o locate all types of development in locations that are accessible by a variety of modes of

Response: transport, and in particular public transport. This is considered to be the best approach. The distance of transport
options (including bus stops) to residential development is likely to be an important component in the site allocations
methodology.

Change:  Ng change

Action: No further action
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. 33/ 3 CompanyiOrganisation:  Stagecoach North West < - Document: LP - 4%

Name: Mr ‘N Wnter ©.  Policy: .. Objectives -
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  504b. Road infrastructure should include sufficient road space for a full size bus if required and bus shelters
capable of accommodating all intending passengers,

Full 504b Road infrastructure should include sufficient road space for a full size bus if required and bus shelters capable
Response:  of accommodating all intending passengers.

Changes:  Adopt these points, suitably worded to ensure effective delivery
Council's  Noted, however, this change is not considered to be necessary as it would be dealt with through the development
Response: management process.
Change:  No change
Action: No further action
Rep jID:' B 33/ 4

Compaﬁylcrganisatién: Stégedoééh North Wést B

0 Namei Mr ©'N ‘Winter ©:
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  804¢. Consult bus operators on new developments at an early stage before key decisions are made, in order
passenger transport considerations are taken fully into account.
Full S04¢ Consult bus operators on new developments at an early stage before key decisions are made, in order
Response:  passenger transport considerations are taken fully into account.
Changes:  Adopt these points, suitably worded 1o ensure effective delivery
Council's  Itis considered the SO as it stands provides the undertaking to ensure that partnership working occurs,
Response:
Change:  Ng change
Action: No further action
epiD: - 37; .1.0 .J:T-:-Compa'n).llbrg”af_l'isa;ﬁc_i_n_:‘ﬁ‘ 'Englléh.HeritéQe D 4:. T g ) Docﬁr_ﬁei_t_t: LF' =
o o : " Name: Ms = ‘- Hrycan i . _ Pt_:lic_)'r':: " ' ijeétwes
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary: Do not support strategic objectives which do not refer to the histroric environment.
Full We do not support these strategic objectives. The strategic objectives do not refer to the historic environment. This
Response: needs to be positively crass referenced. An additional objective should be introduced.
Changes: Insert: Encourage the re-use and adaptation of existing buildings including those in the historic environment.
Council's  The Plan encourages the re-use and efficient use of the existing buiiding stock regardiess of historic context,
Respense: therefore, this particular emphasis is not required.
Change:  No change
Action: No further action

Page 13 of 367




Rep!D: -~ 37/ . 11 Company/Organisation: : ' English Heritage _‘: 7 © " Document: LP

Name: Ms i E 7 - HTYmn 5o . . Poliey: . Objectives
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: Do not support strategic objectives which do not promote the WHS

Fuil We do not support these strategic objectives.The role of the historic environment in the economy particularly with
Response: reference to tourism should be emphasised. This section should promote the WHS as it would be provide economic,
educational, and tourist opportunities. There is no mention of this heritage asset at all.

Changes:  Objectives need to include reference to the historic environment particularly with regards the tourism objective. The
WHS should be emphasised.

Council's  The objective has been amended to reflect the issue raised.
Response:

Change : Yes

Action: Objective revised as appropriate
Rep I'D:'._"fl' 37/ 5 12...5 'chpa'riyibfgani'salion:'"; English Heritage - = . Document: ~ LP e i o

ke R -Nénie.:r Ms E'. "~ Hrycan o Policy: Objeétwéé _‘-ii
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective;

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The promotion of heritage in the tourism objective should be included.

Full The promotion of heritage in the tourism objective should be included.
Response:

Changes: Replace SO3h with the foliowing: Promote the principles of sustainable tourism, through realising the potential of the
district’s heritage assets in tourism including the WHS, Roman Maryport and the Derwent Forest.

T T g T

Council's it is accepted that Objective SQ3h should be updated to include reference to the World Heritage Site.
Response:

Change:  parially Accepted

Action: Objective revised as appropriate
'Rep'!D:. 37] 13 ‘Cpmpanylbfgénisﬁtioﬁ:' 3 EngiiSh Héritage ' - Docmhént: - LP
. : | | Name: Ws E Hrycan ~ Policy:  Objectives
Supporu.Obje:.:t: | .;“oou n;!fUnsou.'rld: ‘ Positively Prepared: Effecti\;.e:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome a specific section on strategic built and historic environment principles.

Full We welcome a specific section on strategic built and historic environment principles.
Response:

Changes :

Council's Noted

Response:
Change : No change
Action: No further change
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ep _ID:. 37 /7 14 ".CofnpanyIOrganiéat:jon: . éﬁg!ish Heﬁtage ' : bocu_rhem': LF’

Name: Ms E i . Hrycan . Policy:*  Objeciwes
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Plan should refer to the need for new development to relate well to existing development and to develop locaily
distinctive and high quality areas.This would closely reflect the requirements of the NPPF.

Full The Plan should refer to the need for new development to relate well to existing development and to develop locally
Response:  distinctive and high quality areas.This would closely reflect the requirements of the NPPF.

Changes: Divide and amend SO5a to read: Ensure that all new development meets high standard of quality of design, energy
efficiency, safely, security and accessibility in addition New development should have due regard to existing
development,enhances public realm and develops locally distinctive and high quality places.

e T T e TR T N

Council's  Noted, however, it is unclear what this would add to the objective.

Response:
Change : No change
Action: No further action
RepID: - 37/ 16 qompanyjorgani;atioﬁ:_ * English Heritage - .- /. Document: LP

Neme: Ms ' E .- Hrycan. o Polley ;" Objectives :-

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Plan should introduce the need for new development to relate well to existing development and to develop
locally distinctive and high quality areas.

Full The Plan should introduce the need for new development to relate well to existing development and to develop
Response:  [ocally distinctive and high quality areas.

Changes: S05b should be amended to read:
Conserve and enhance the historic environment including both non-designated and designated assets in particular
heritage at risk, conservation areas and the WHS. Where possible every apportunity should be made to sustain and
enhance their significance and to recognise their importance in the Borough.

Council's  The objective has been amended to reflect some of the issues raised.
Response:

Change:  partialiy Accepted

Action: Objective revised as appropriate
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37/ - 16 . CompanyOrganisation: English Hertage -~~~ - Document: LP *

. Name: MS E Lt ,Hrycan T I_?olicy: " Ohjectives -
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Plan should refer to the historic environment and how it could be protected and enhanced including historic
landscapes.

Full The Pian should refer to the historic environment and how it could be protected and enhanced including historic
Response: |andscapes.

Changes :  Insert historic environment into objective SOBa.

Council's  Accepted. The objective has been amended to reflect the issue raised.

R Document:

Response:
Change : Yes
Action: S06a has been revised as appropriate
Rep iD:"‘;}:} 384 - 2 : CompanyIOrganisation: Crdsséan‘o'nby Pérish Co_uncil T

_ | Freeland & i x Poliey:
SupportiObject: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries the definition of small in relation to development to be allowed within Local Service Centres

Full Page 17 SO1c - "Small scale development in Local Service Centres™. What is the definition of small?
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Comment noted. The Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2} Site Allocations will define the 1evel of growth expected at this

Response: |evel of the settlement hierarchy by revising settlement boundaries to permit levels of growth that are both
appropriate and sustaianable. This exercise will take into account various factors such as context, character,
constraints and level of affordable need. Part 1 of the Plan provides the policy context for this process. Part 2 and
the settlement boundary review will be subject o full public consultation.

Change: N change
Action: No further action
RepiD: . 38 - 2 '+ Crosscanonby Parish Counci Document: -LP

 Name: Mrs C . " Freeland - .- L Policy: .- |
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries compatibility of Strategic Objective in relation to specific development project

Full These principles conflict with the passing of plans to build an the Deer Park at Maryport which is extremely versatile
Response:  agricultural land in that it has the dual function of giving a pieasant aspect to the entrance to the town centre as well

as being an important part of Roman Maryport which wil be lost forever when it becomes a housing estate.
Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:

Change :
Action:

No change
No further action
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epID: 38/ 4 . CompanylOrganisation: : Crosscanonby Pansh Councll © 'Document‘.‘j LP

" Name: Mrs C Freeland Rl P°Fi°v= 0‘7‘13"““res
SupportiObject: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Posntlvely Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries compatibility of Strategic Objective in relation to specific development project

Full These principles conflict with the passing of plans to build on the Deer Park at Maryport which is extremely versatile
Response:  agricultural land in that it has the dual function of giving a pleasant aspect to the entrance to the town centre as wall
as being an important part of Roman Maryport which wil be lost forever when it becomes a housing estate.

Changes :

Council's  Noted

Response:

Change:  nNg change

actcn: No further action
Rep iD: 38f 5~ Companvlowanlsatlon' Cro:scanonby Pansh Councll\ D | Document i = s T
e i & Name' Mrs * C Freeland 7 | :,_ff’"c”f ObjBCtIVES
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries whether this objective will prevent the development of wind turbines within the AONB

Full Page 19 506a - "Protect and enhance the natural landscape particularly within the Solway Coast AONB" - will this
Response:  ensure that there is no wind turbine developments within the AONB?

Changes :

Council's  Noted. Poiicy $19 Renewable Energy and $34 Solway Coast AONB provide details related to the scale of
Response:  development that is considered to be appropriate in the AONB. Development (including renewable energy), must
accord with the aims and objectives of the Management Plan.

Change:  Ng change

Action: No further action

Rep ID: -"-?"3841 6 Companyiomanisatmn Crosscanonby Pansh Council ' Document- {_P

N Lok SN : Name Mrs C Freeian d. Pollcy Ob;ectlves _
Support)Objed.: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries whether strategic objective will support and protect car parks at Crosscanonby

Full Page 20 506¢ "Promote apportunities to improve access to the countryside and coast” - Wil this mean support and
Response:  protection for car parks on foreshore at Crosscananby?

Changes :

Council's  The Plan provides a strategic vision and policy material o direct for the future development of the Allerdale Local

Response: Plan Area. Therefore, specific proposals such as that mentioned will be assessed through development
management using the strategy set out in this document. Policy $37 provides some guidance for shoreline
management and coastal development, and any proposals will be informed by Shoreline Management Plan and the
specifics of the development.

Change : N/a

Action: No changes required
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ep 1I_3E ._:'_‘.55,*‘;;_' s Cb?npfdn'ylofgﬁani;iaﬁdﬁ: Cumbna County Council =~ . - : Document: . Py

Namo: Mr. Michael Bary . - .- Policy: ' Objectives ..
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: |t is considered that reference ‘essential’ improvements is ill-defined and could be subject to different interpretations
(this word would also conflict with the term, 'required’ stated elsewhere in SO4b).

Full It is considered the aspiration of this Objective to support rail and transport improvements to support key schemes is
Response: clear. However it is considered that reference ‘essential’ improvements is ill-defined and could be subject to different
interpretations (this word would also conflict with the term, ‘required’ stated elsewhere in SO4b).
2. Improved transport in itself should be a priority, especially when consideration is given to the relative isolation and
rurality of the district which in itself can be considered a constraint to the sustainable development of the Borough.
3. It is recommended that the word essentiatbe deleted as it is not clearly defined and therefore would be subject to
differing interpretations.

Changes:  Objective SO4a should be revised to state: “Support essential road and rail infrastructure improvements
required to deliver economic growth and key economic projects.”

o il e

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

Change : Yes

Action: Changes made as suggested.

Rep1D: - 60f = 2 Compannyrganisat_ion:  REG Windpower 7% i>.. Document: Ly AR

"' Objectives = "

5.

Policy:

oo - Name: Mr . Matt - Olley :
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Believe policy is consistent with NPPF

Full Draft Policies SOle and SOIf concern renewable energy generation and are therefore interrelated. Policy SOle aims

Response: to support and encourage construction methods that seek to, infer alia, to use renewable energy sources. Policy
SOIf seeks to promote renewable and low carbon energy production in the Borough. Both policies are considered to
be sound on the grounds that they comply with the pro-renewable energy sentiment of the NPPF.

Changes :

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change:  Ng change
Action: No further action
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Rep 1D: .~ 60/ - 4 ‘. Company/Organisation: = REG Wi'n-dpéwer_ _— . chﬁinent:_ Lp

Name: Mr :Mat Oy " Poliy: -’ Objeciives

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Based on this, the current list of economic objectives with the emerging local plan are considered unsound, as there
is no reference to the benefits of renewable energy per Se. Therefore, the economic objectives are not justified as
they are not based on

A significant material consideration for the national economy is the security of energy supply. The overarching
National Policy Statement on Energy Infrastructure confirms that if the UK is unable to meet its own energy
requirements in the future, its economy will not operate efficiently and its expansion wilt be constrained. A report
examining the economic benefits of onshore wind farms was published in May 2012 by BiGGAR Economics on
behalf of the Department of Energy and Climate Change and RenewableUK. Some of the notable conclusions of the
report include:

- 98% of expenditure on the designing and planning of wind farms up to the point of securing permission is retained
in the UK; :

- 45% of expenditure on the construction of the wind farms (manufacture and construction on site) is retained in the
UK;

- 90% of expenditure on the operation and maintenance of wind farms is retained in the UK;

- It is estimated that in 2011 the onshore wind industry supported 8600 jobs in the UK and generated £548 million in
GVA across the UK.

- Based on the scenarios for the future deployment of onshore wind in the UK as set out in the UK Renewable
Energy Strategy {(2011) and the National Renewable Energy Action Plan (2010) it is estimated that the contribution
of the onshore wind sector to the UK economy could increase (by 2020) to 8,700 jobs and £580 million GVA (under
lowest deployment scenario) to 17,900 jobs and £1,183 million GVA {under the highest deployment scenario). In
addition, there is and could be a range of wider economic impacts.

- Spending by persons employed in the industry presently contributed a further £85million in GVA to the UK
economy in 2011 and supported a further 2,400 jobs. This could increase to between £90 million / 2,500 jobs
(lowest deployment) and £192million ! 5,400 jobs (highest deployment).

-Further GVA and jobs up to £27million / 800 jobs could be created through the effects of employee expenditure
during the construction phase of wind farms.

- Persons employed in the onshore wind industry contributed £84.3million in taxes to the exchequer in 2011. This
could grow by up to £218million (under highest deployment and job creation scenario) by 2020.

- The onshore wind industry paid £12million in business rates from the operation of wind farms in 2011. This could
increase to £52million by 2020 (under the highest deployment scenario)

- While the majority of wind turbine manufacturers are based overseas it is instructive to note that many of the
components can and are being manufactured in the UK. Based on this, the current list of economic objectives with
the emerging local plan are considered unsound, as there is no reference to the benefits of renewable energy per
Se. Therefore, the economic objectives are not justified as they are not based on the available evidence, and they
are not consistent with national policy which supports renewable energy development.

Request objective S03a is amended to read:

Diversify the urban and rural economic base of Allerdale to enable a prosperous mixed, low carbon economy. The
creative knowledge based industries, specialist engineering and tourism sectors will be supported, and renewabie
and low carbon energy generation promoted.

b=}

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

503a already supports the development of the energy sector. This considered to be the appropriate strategy, and
distinct emphasis of renewable energy is not considered necessary at this juncture.

No change
No further action
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RepiD: 61/ 1 CompanylOrganisation: West Cumbria and North Lakes F =~ Document: - LP

7 Name: Dr .. Ruth = Balogh -~ Policy: . Objectives . . °.
SupportiObject: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary: Concerned about confusion between renewable energy and low carbon energy production.

Full There is potential for confusion if renewable and low carbon energy production are taken together in the same
Response:  strategic objective.

This is because West Cumbria is a special case, nationally, with regard to nuclear power which is, within this Plan,
identified as a low carbon energy production source. West Cumbria in fact has no nuclear power stations, it only has
the aspiration for one. The existing nuclear industry here is concerned with waste management, processing and
decommissioning. There is a danger that vague references in this Plan to 'the nuclear industry’ might be understood
as they would in most other parts of the country where nuclear plants are located - to refer to nuclear power
generation and not to the whole spectrum of activities, including those that deal with fission products (ie nuclear
waste

Changes :

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change : No change
Action: No further action
RepD: .~ 64 - 11 CompanyiOrganisation: © United Utiiies * -~ Documents LP 1

“Name: Ms - dJenny I-'lﬁpe_ Policy: .. ‘ijet;t_{ves - Y

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Suggest amendments to policy

Full We wish to highlight some additional text and minor amendments (to appendix 7).
Response:

Changes: We wish 1o highlight some additional text and minor amendments: "There are a number of settlements identified
within the hierarchy that have been identified as having constraints in relation to then disposalitreatment of surface
and waste water. These capacity issues are not considered to be critical and can be dealt with either by developer
contributions via Policy $21 and/or by phasing sites so that constraints can be relieved in utility company asset
management plans. The requirement to phase residential development sites as a result of drainage capacity issues
will be addressed in the Site Allocations Development Plan Document. As a result of proposed changes to the
abstraction at Ennerdale an alternative means of supplying West Cumbria with drinking water will need to be
developed by United Utilities. The Draft Water Resources Management Plan 2013 identifies 3 potential options to 6
achieve this. United Utilities will work closely with the Council in developing the preferred solution.’

T

= e R T

Councils  The Plan would benefit from the changes suggested.

Response:
Change:  vygo
Action: Changes made as suggested.
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Rep ID: 2047 ) ¥ CompanylOrganisation: ~ British Energy Coast - & = Dt):gu;i_ient:'_. LP

Ca Name: Mr -j;i_Trm wi, - Hirst .t Policy ObJeCtWeS e

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The document appears to be thorough and comprehensive, and notably addresses issues that will help support and
promote the local economy.

Full The document appears to be thorough and comprehensive, and notably addresses issues that will help support and

Response:  promote the local economy. Britain’s Energy Coast is pleased to see that there is ample reference to and close
alignment with the West Cumbria Economic Blueprint and our latest iteration of the Blueprint Implementation Plan
(25.04.13). In particular the Local Plan’'s Strategic Objectives - detailed on page 18, and elaborated upon elsewhere
in the ensuing sections of the document - link with and support the six Themes that have emerged from the
implementation Plan, namely: Innovation & Technology - S03c Business Support - S03a Access to Markets - S04d
Education Skills & Training - 503c, 803y Infrastructure - S03b, S03f, S03j, S04a, S04b Sites & Premises - S03d You
may aware that we are planning to make provision in the Sites & Premises Theme within the Blueprint
Implementation Plan for the compilation of a West Cumbria Property Strategy and Prospecius (to compliment the
NDA West Cumbria Property Options currently being developed) and further Strategic Spatial Assesments for the
key West Cumbrian centres.

| understand that there are already existing Masterplans for Allerdale’s designated main employment sites: namely,
Lillyhall, the Port of Workington, and Derwerit Howe. | also believe that Allerdale have an existing Mast erplan for
Workington town centre that went beyond the boundaries of the successful re-development of the main shopping
area. Britain’s Energy Coast would, therefore, be very pleased to work with Allerdale to understand where the
additional resource that it will have at its disposal could and should be applied to help Allerdale realise the
Objectives contained in the Local Plan.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No action required.
Rgb II‘I-):' 205 [ R C_ombanylorgéni_sationlz_ *{‘_Copeland"Bo;q“ugh Counc"ﬂ T j'_ Lol D?curl(’llr'leni_:'. SEE j_-fi: ;
S e e Chi Hoban © . Policy: " Objectives
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positivély Prepared: Effective: .
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  The Objectives are broadly consistent with those in the Copeland Core Strategy
Full The Objectives are broadly consistent with those in the Copeland Core Strategy. As with the Preferred Options we

Response:  would still seek clarification regarding Objective SO3c and the specific roles of Lillyhall and Westlakes Science and
Technology Park when discussing nuclear research, which are still not clear to us.

Changes:  Seek clarification regarding SO3c and the specific roles of Lillyhall and Westlakes Science Park

Council's  Noted

Response:
Change : No change
Action: No further action
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RepiD: 55/ 2. CompanylOrganisation: CumbriaCountyCouncil . - Document: [LP " .

gt Th +* Michael .~ Barry _;:: el eep Policy: $1
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

summary:  Consider this policy reflects national guidance and is sound.

Full The Presumption In Favour of Sustainable Development is a planning principle expressed within the National

Response:  Planning Policy Framework. 6. The policy reflects the guidance of the NPPF and is considered sound. The only
question that would be raised with respect to this policy is whether it is stricily necessary given this policy represents
guidance already contained within the NPPF.

Changes :

Council's  The model policy wording aims to help the Council meet the expectation of the NPPF by having clear poiicies on
Response: quiding how the presumption in favour of sustainable development will be applied locally.
The Planning Inspectorate advises that this model policy will be an appropriate way of meeting this expectation.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepID: : - 63 I‘l Companylo_rgants_ﬂtio_n:_"'- Aiigrdale and Copeland Gree_nP e '-_P"‘%‘_"f’!““r Lp

iy  hame: Mrs s dll T pemy i A Pollor S
Support/Object: Object . Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prépared: No Effective: No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  This policy is incomplete in that it contains no reference o the 5 principles of sustainable development, working with
the community as well as the developer and no reference to climate change.

Full This policy is incomplete In that it contains no reference to the 5 principles of sustainable development, working with
Response:  the community as well as the developer and no reference to climate change.

Changes: When considering development proposals the Council will take a positive approach that reflects the presumption in
favour of sustainable development and the definition of Sustainable Development set out in the UK Strategy,
Securing the Future as living within the planet’s environmental limits; ensuring a strong, healthy and just society;
achieving a sustainable economy; promoting good governance; and using sound science responsibly. The Council
will always work proactively with applicants and the community jointly to find solutions which mean that proposals
can be approved wherever possible, in order fo secure development that as a whole, improves together the
economic, social and environmental conditions in the area, and in particular tackles climate change

e e 2N e T S T S Yo _ e

Council's  The model policy wording aims to help the Council meet the expectation of the NPPF by having clear policies on

Response: guiding how the presumption in favour of sustainable development will be applied locally. The three dimensions of
sustainable development as set out within the NPPF are based upon the five 'guiding principles’ of the UK
Sustainable Development Strategy.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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. 124 2 '_'é'ompan'yIOrganisa!idn:

Documgm: P
l Narne: Ms M . Fizgerald ;| : _P?Ii#y: : 52 .

Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  Respondent supports Policy S2 as it encourages the use of previously developed land, as opposed to greenfield

sites.
Fulil Any resolution which encourages the use of previously developed land, as opposed to greenfield sites, is to be
Response:  welcomed. This is especially appropriate in areas where high quality landscapes are a prominent feature and

tourism is a significant contributor to the local economy.
Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
Rep Ib: '.

374 1T Company/Organisation: Eh_g]ish Herifage__ et Docurﬁent; ‘P 3

" Name: Ms “E . Hrycan . . Policyi."82.
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legaily Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:

We support reference to improving the quality of the built environment concerning economic development.

Full

We support reference to improving the quality of the built environment concerning economic development.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Noted
Response:
Change : N/A

Action: No change required.

Rep 10: 37})...18 CqmpanyIOrgani_satiohf E Eﬁglish Héhfége - Document: LP . .

© Name: Ms: E - Hrycan = P°"q.':._.ﬁ 82,._:‘.":'-
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:

We welcome the need to promote sustainable, well-designed, safe and accessible places that respect the setting
and character of the surrounding area.

Ful We welcome the need to promole sustainable, well-designed, safe and accessible places that respect the setting
Response:  and character of the surrounding area.

Changes :

Council's Noted
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No change required.
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ep ID: . 377 .19°7° CothpanyIOrg'énis'aﬁpn:‘ .;'-'Eng'liéh'Heﬁtagé e S . ' Document: LP‘. o

. Name: M_S -« E E Hrycan :. - : Policy.: ;.:.L 82 .

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the promotion of high guality design in new development so that it makes a positive contribution fo the
local area and ensure that a wide variety of assets including historic are enhanced and in all circumstances
conserved.

Full We welcome the promotion of high quality design in new development so that it makes a positive contribution to the

Response: |pcal area and ensure that a wide variety of assets including historic are enhanced and in all circumstances
conserved.

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:
Change M N/A

Action:

No change required.

T rr—

Companyfoi'gani_sation::.'n Enghé.h Héritagé""”* e B i Document':\;:' LP i iir

7 Name: Ms FE 4 Hiyoan i - Pollcy:

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Ssummary:  We do not support these strategic policies as they do not appear to be consistent with other areas of the Plan as
outlined below.

Full We do not support these strategic policies as they do not appear to be consistent with other areas of the Plan as

Response:  outlined below. Although there is some recognition that the diversity and distinctiveness of towns, villages and
landscapes including character and appearance and significance of histaric assets should be preserved and
enhanced. The Plan does not include any proper assessment of the historic environment to inform this
objective Reference is also made to landscape character and local distinctiveness and its enhancement and
conservation. It should be noted that this is the first time that this has been menticned in the Plan. Consideration of
the historic environment should flow through the Plan with a clear structure. Any aspects such as these needs to
have a proper assessment and be identified as a key feature of the Borough. This will be in accordance with the
NPPF. The spatial and area portraits need to explain what the landscape character of Allerdale is, so that it informs
additional policies on what is to be conserved and enhanced.

Changes: Throughout the Plan, reference to the historic environment should ensure that it is consistent in defining what is
important and assessing the contribution it makes to the character of the area. There has been a lack of
assessment at the point in the Plan.

Council's It is accepted that there should be more clarity in relation to the terminology and references to the historic
Response:  environment.

Change:  parially accepted

Action:

Policy $2 and the Plan have been updated accordingly.
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7 . CompanylOrganisation: Crosscanonby Panish Coundi Document: LP " %' ...

Name: Mrs C . Freeland . s .?9"9Y=__. :32
Support’Qbject: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries whether policy will support and protect car parks at Crosscanonby

Fult Page 23 52 - "Promote coastal recreation” - Again requirement to protect car parks on foreshore.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Concern noted. It is not considered this response relates to the Plan, but will be addressed as a separate customer
Response: enquiry.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep ID: 43! 1 Companylbrgagiéatioh: Sué_o’o (Sﬂstélnable Cockermouth S Dq.;u‘rl_lgpt:f__ LP = A

. Name: Mr M . Porter o Polley: .5 82 7
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Respondent suggests that more time is required by communities involvernent in the plan making process.

Full In terms of the stated for involvement of communities, the Council is not sufficiently committed to this if it does not

Response:  include a stipulation that there must be provision of adequate time for the community having adequate time to
consider and raise issues prior to decision being made.

Changes :

Council’s  The Council is fully committed to early and meaningful engagement with the community in both the plan making

Response: process and planning application stages. The Council sought community input into the emerging Local Plan in 2006
and 2008 (Issues and Options), 2012 (Preferred Options) and 2013 (Pre-Submission Draft) through a series of
consultation exercises. Planning applications are advertised as regulations require and where it is considered
appropriate due to the scale or nature of development, special consultation events are undertaken.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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epD: 43/ .2 CompanylOrganisation: ~Susco (Sustainable Cockermouth .- Document: © LP

. Neme: Mr - M Poter . - o . Poliex 82
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Respondent suggests that the Local Plan should prioritise development on PDL.

Full Although the central Government have removed some requirements in relation to where developments are built, we

Response: feel Allerdale does not provide enough commitment here to use of brownfield sites first. Allerdale need to change
this to prioritising the reuse of previously developed land. Encouragement is insufficient protection of our landscape
areas, which are a major asset for Allerdale in terms of both quality of life, recreational use, and visitor attraction
among others. Developers will be able to exploit the weakness as you can encourage as much of you like but this
can be completely ignored whatever you may do.

Changes :

Council's It is not considered appropriale to impose a rigid requirement in relation to previously developed land as this is not

Response:  in conformity with the approach set out in the NPPF. However, the Council will always encourage the effective
reuse of previously developed wherever possible( Policy $30}), particularly when considering windfall development
on greenfield land which may be required to carry out a sequential test (Policy DM16)

Change : No

Action: The Council has clarified its intention to encourage and, where appropriate prioritise, the reuse of previously
developed land. Clarification will be given that the requirement for a sequential test may be triggered only on
windfall development on greenfield land.

RepID: - 43/ = 3 . Company/Organisation:  Susco (Sustainable Cockerrribuih_ Document: LP

Name: Mr, M. . Porter Policy: 82 .
SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Justified: Consistent:

Legally Compliant:

Summary:  Respondent suggests that the plan/policy is undermined by not having a clear statement to secure the long term
maintainence of SUDs.

Full Re: SuDS. There is a major weakness in this undermining the plan. There needs to be a qualification that any such

Response: proposals include and plan for maintenance of such schemes, along with financial responsibility, for their long term
future. Otherwise the plan leaves the potential for the community to be negatively affected if at some point in the
future there something untoward happens in relation to it's functioning.

Changes :

Council's  Policy $29 (Flood Risk and Surface Water Drainage) deals specifically with the issue of SUDs and explicitly sets out
Response: the requirement for management plans outlining how the systems will be maintained and managed in the long term

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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RepID: ~ 55/ . 3 CompanylOrganisation: Cumbria County Council ~ . Document: LP -

Name: M Michool Bamy | Peloy 2
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Welcome recognition offered to important principles around sustainable development

Full Policy S2 concerns the principle of sustainable development that is to run throughout the plan. It is considered that

Response:  the principles expressed within the policy are robust. In particular we welcome the recognition it offers to important
principles around sustainable transport, recognition of the merit in communities sharing provision, and the
recognition it gives to the delivery of school facilities and skills and training.

Changes :

i T

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

RepID: - B8 . 3 - CompanyiOrg’ariisation’: 2 N Docum_ént: JEP :

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:  Considers that some terms within this policy are ambiguous and require clarification.

Full The following amendments/clariflcations are sought; Social 8th bullet point: Refers to development not harming

Response:  highway safety and not resulting in 'undue traffic congestion’. It is considered that the reference to ‘undue’ is
ambiguous and open to interpretation and should be defined in the context of NPPF

Changes :

Council's

Accept the term 'undue’ is ambiguous and does not provide clear guidance for developers. It is considered that the
Response:  important principal in this section is the regard for highway safety and the local network capacity.
Change :

Yes
Action: This section has been amended to clarify that new development (either cumulatively or in isolation) should not
impede highway safety or exceed the capacity of the local transport network.
Rep ID:":‘, 60 - i 6mh§_hj!0r§ani$aﬂon_: ® REG Windpowér B L '.Do;i:um-ent: LP T
1 : " Name: Mr - Matt . Ollgy's.” 7"+ .o Polloy: G 8
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  We consider the Economic aspect of this policy to now be sound, as it provides for a more deliverable and effective
core strategy.
Full REG rote that the criteria under the ‘Economic’ subheading has been updated following their Preferred Options
Response:  representations. This confirms the Council will: Encourage the development of renewable or low carbon energy
resources in appropriate locations given the potential wider environmental, community and economic benefits. On
this basis, we consider the Economic aspect of this policy to now be sound, as it provides.for a more deliverable and
effective core strategy.
Changes :

Council’'s  Support noted
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required
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op ID: 27 11 _ _Compahylbrgéhiséﬁdn: Friends of the Lake District Docgine_nt: Uz iy :

_ : - Mame: Dr K - Wishaw @ .7 . Polioy: =83 .
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No Effective: No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  FLD are concerned that the policy will enable damaging development to take place in open countryside.

Fuli Policy $3 lists proposals outside of defined settlements which would be acceptable. This includes d) The optimal
Response: viable use of a heritage asset or appropriate enabling development to secure the future of heritage assets;e) A
recreation or tourism proposal requiring a countryside location j) Other development requiring a countryside location

for technical or operational reasons.

FLD have concerns that these exceptions to the settlement hierarchy will enable damaging development to take
place in open countryside. Exception e) in particular could be used facilitate the development of caravan parks and

other tourist related facilities in locations where damage would be caused to landscape and habitats.

FLD consider that this part of policy $3 will make the plan ineffective as the exceptions will be able to override other

parts of the plan relating to landscape and natural environment.

The exceptions are contrary to NPPF paragraphs 7, 17, 109 and 111.
Changes:  Suggested Changes: Remove these three exceptions (d, e and j) from Policy 83

i e e e Y R 2

Council's Mt is important to note that the Plan should be read as a 'whole' and in conjunction with national policy as set out in
Response: the NPPF. These limited exceptions represent situations where development may be considered accepiable in line

with the Council's wider strategy or in accordance with national policy.
Exception d} Reflects national policy (NPPF:Para 55:Bullet 2);

Exception e} Reflects the Council's strategy to enable and encourage rural economic activity, of which tourism is a
vital source. Policy $17 (Tourism, Coastal and Countryside Recreation) provides greater detail to when this
exception would apply and provides robust protection against inappropriate development in the countryside with

particular emphasis on the potential impact of caravan sites.

Exception |} Further reflects the Council's commitment to supporting the rural economy by acknowledging that some

forms of development, are necessary for the ongoing sustainability of rural businesses.

Further to the above comments, Policies $33 {(Landscape), $34 (Development in the Solway Coast AONB) and 8§35
(Protecting and Enhancing Biodiversity and Geodiversity) set out the Council's commitment to protecting the natural

environment from inappropriate development.
Change : No

Action: No action required.
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RepID: . 8 1 Company/Organisation: Aspa‘ma_':Rufa'l Par'@heréh:p S

: 'f".'pocl_l_t'nent‘: LF’
- Policy: S3.%..

" Finlay

Name: Clir - B -

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

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: No Consistent: Yes

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The Aspatria Rural Partnership believes that Policy $3 is unsound because it is not justified by a robust and credible
evidence base, specifically the issue relates to the division of Rural Villages into ‘Limited Growth Villages' and
‘Infil/Rounding Off

The Aspatria Rural Partnership believes strongly that Policy $3 Is unsound because it is not justified. Guidance
stated that the DPD should be founded on a robust and credible evidence base involving: Evidence of participation
of the local community and others having a stake in the area.

Research.

Policy S3, Spatial Strategy and Growth, divides Rural Villages into two categories:

‘Limited Growth Villages' and ‘Infill/Rounding Cff Villages’. The introduction of these two categories is a new addition
at the Pre-submission Consultation Draft stage. It was not proposed nor referred to in any of the policy options in the
previous consultation document. There is no evidence of participation of the local communities that will be directly
affected by these proposals. The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1)} Spatial Strategy Topic Paper (May 2013) detalls
policy options that were considered and explains how Rural villages were defined. However, it makes no reference
to how or why the two sub-categories of Rural Villages wer introduced to the Pre-submission Consultation Draft. The
definition of ‘Infill/Rounding Off Villages’ gives less certainty of the limits of development to small villages and
hamlets than that provided to larger settlements defined as ‘Limited Growth Villages'. The additional criteria
provided under Policy $5 do not provide sufficient certainty that the character of our rural villages and hamiets will
be protected. In some cases villages will have current development boundaries removed boundaries which have
been previously discussed and agreed with no consultation with the Parish Councils and communities. The results of
the housing needs surveys have not been taken into account when projecting growth in the town and villages. It
does not take account of the links between the town and villages; so, for example, if there is an outstanding need in
one village could/should it be directed toward Aspatria? The Aspatria Rural Partnership is a constituted body
representing a group of nine parish Councils in the locality: Allonby, Hayton & Mealo, Qughterside & Allerby,
Westnewton, Aspatria, Plumbland, Bromfield, All Hallows and Blennerhasset & Torpenhow.

Suggested Changes

Remove the sub-division of Rural Villages into ‘Limited Growth Villages’ and ‘Infill/Rounding Off Villages'.
This would apply under Policies $3 and S5 and the housing pelicies under Key Service Centres (e.g. Aspatria
Locality).

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Concerns are noted. The Local Plan directs 6% of overall growth to Rural Viltages, encompassing Limited Growth
Villages and Infill/Rounding Off Villages. The scale of development proposed will be expected to be commensurate
to the size of the settlement and reflect its position in the settlement hierarchy. As the respondent states settlement
boundaries will direct development of the Limited Growth Villages, while robust development criteria have been
developed for Infill/Rounding Off Villages. This approach was considered to be an appropriate and sound approach.

The decision to split the Rural Villages tier was taken subsequent to the preferred options consultation based on
analysis of the wide spectrum of the Rural Villages category. Allocation between the two categories took into
account; population, physical scale and context, in addition to ensuring a geographic distribution.

No
No further action.
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epiD: © 164 17 Qemﬁéﬁymrgahishﬁoh: ‘Home Builders Federation  © _Dbcunignt:: 'LP_

oL i "_ s - Name: Mr - M 3 Gobd e Pﬂl,i'_:y_:_' o B 33.
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective: No
Legally Compliant: No Justified: Consistent;

Summary:  The plan is unsound as it will not be effective in delivering the strategy over the time harizon of the plan. ltis
recommended that the plan period be extended beyond 2028 to ensure a minimum of 15 years from the adoption of
all Development Plan Documen

Full Plan Period

Response:  The plan is unsound as it will not be effective in delivering the strategy over the time horizon of the plan. Itis
recommended that the plan period be extended beyond 2028 to ensure a minimurn of 15 years from the adoption of
all Development Plan Documents {DPDs).

The Foreword indicates that the plan aims to provide a 15 year vision for Allerdale which accords with the minimum
number of years recommended by the NPPF (Framework). We are, however, concerned that the plan as presented
will not achieve such a time horizon post adoption.

Policy $3 Spatial Strategy and Growth indicates the plan period as being 2011 to 2028, therefore requiring the plan
to be adopted this year to achieve a 15 year post adoption time horizon. This appears unlikely given this pre-
submission consultation will not be concluded urtil mid-June. We are also concerned that the time horizon is further
compromised by the fact that the plan defers a number of important issues, including the review of settlement
boundaries, until the Site Allocations DPD. The Council's Local Development Scheme (June 2012}, against which
this consultation is 6 months behind schedule, indicates the Site Allocations DPD will not be adopted until 2015 at
the earliest. This will effectively mean many important elements of the plan, such as the review of settlement
boundaries and housing allocations (which are discussed in greater detail later), will only have a maximum time
horizon of 13 years. Given the complexity of bringing sites forward, the time taken to prepare planning applications,
secure permission and build out developments (especially if these need to be co-ordinated with significant
infrastructure investments) then a plan period beyond 2028 to ensure a minimum of 15 years is required.

Establishing the plan period is essential for the purposes of calculating the housing requirement, the housing
trajectory, the five year land supply, and consideration of whether it is necessary to address any backlog in delivery.

Changes: Change plan pericd.

Council's  Accept this response.
Response:

Change : Yes
Action: The plan period will be extended to 2029.
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s Namé: Mr M. Good oy olcy:2 e Sde -
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No Effective:
Legally Compliant: No Justified: No Consistent:

Summary:  Duty to Cooperate: The Local Plan is unsound as it is not positively prepared or justified. The plan does not identify
a planning strategy to ensure Allerdale Borough Council can deal with unmet housing needs from adjoining local
authorities or other authorities are willing to take any shorifall from Allerdale.

Full Duty to Co-operate

Response:  The Local Plan is unsound as it is not positively prepared or justified. The plan does not identify a planning strategy
to ensure Allerdale Borough Council can deal with unmet housing needs from adjoining local authorities or other
authorities are wilfing to take any shortfall from Allerdale.
The Council has not had sufficient regard to development beyond its borders in preparing its plan. The Local Plan
and the accompanying Sustainability Appraisal, have not adequately considered the impact of plans produced by
neighbouring authorities upon Allerdale or vice-versa. We have noted the Council's Statement of Compliance on the
Duty to Cooperate. While this document explains the administrative mechanisms that are in place to facilitate
planning discussions and jointly commissioned evidence, it does not show how any cross boundary impacts that
have been identified will be addressed materially.

Sub regional issues

The Cumbria Sub-regional Spatial Strategy 2008 to 2028 indicates the region is relatively self-contained due to its
geographical isolation and distance from regional, national and European markets. The study does, however,
indicate cross boundary issues with neighbouring authorities particularly Carlisle and Copeland as evidenced within
the Council’s own Staternent of Compliance on the Duty to Cooperate.

Neighbouring authorities

Allerdale Borough Council is bordered by four other local authorities; Carlisle City Council, Eden District Council,
Copeland Boraugh Council and South Lakeland District Council. In addition the southeast quarter of the Borough is
covered by the Lake District National Park. Eden and South Lakeland already have adopted plans, whilst Copeland
will shortly be going through examination. Carlisle are, however, still at an early stage of production.

Copeland Borough Council

Allerdale is functionally connected to Copeland due to the proximity of major centres, travel to work areas and the
effects of possible future economic investment. The Copeland Core Strategy is seeking a baseline target of 230 new
homes per annum, in addition provision is made for a further 30%, raising the overall figure to 300. This additional
30% is identified to accommodate the potential for future economic growth including the possibllity of nuclear new
build adjacent to the existing Sellafield plant. The figure of 230 accords with the previous RS target for Copeland
and is slightly below the 2008 based household projections figures of 240.

Modelling work undertaken as part of the Copeland Core Strategy indicates the following scenarios;™ Representor
includes table of scenarios™

The zero net migration figure is unfit for planning purposes as such a scenario would be planning for continued
recession and decline. The Copeland Core Strategy argues that the job-based projections are valid for West
Cumbria, but when sub-divided by district they should not be relied on as a basis for working out housing land
supply. This is because they assume migration out of Copeland due to job losses in the nuclear sector, and
migration into Allerdale due to job growth in the services, tourism and agriculture-based sectors. They do not make
allowance for Copeland residents commuting into Allerdale, which does not reflect the fact that the main
employment centres in Allerdale are close to the main centres of population in Copeland. The choice of 230 new
dwellings per year therefore represents a slight under supply based upon the 2008 basedhousehold projections but
with some in-built flexibility should the economic ambitions of the area be realised. In contrast Allerdale have chosen
a rather arbitrary figure of 304 new dwellings per annum. This figure is derived from the same scenario modelling
work used by Copeland (see table above) and is argued to take account of past delivery, available land and
constraints. However the figure of 304 is simplistically the middle ground between the 5 year migration trend and
Employment baseline scenarios. Given the functional relationships between the two authorities and
interdependence of their two economies it is surprising and unjustified why Allerdale have chosen a different method
of determining their housing requirement to Copeland.

Carlisle City Council

The northern parts of Allerdale were identified in the regional SHMA as being within the same market area as parts
of Carlisle and the settiements within that area were identified as playing a complimentary role to Carliste in terms of
serving local housing and other markets particularly in relation to their rural hinterland. There is no recognition of this
complementarity either in the Local Plan or the Council's own Statement of Compliance on the Duty to Cooperate.
The Carlisle Housing Need and Demand Study (2011} identifies a need for up to 665 new dwellings per annum, if it
is to meet forecast economic growth. Whilst Carlisle have yet to commit to an objectively assessed housing need
requirement, and setting aside the appropriateness of the RS requirements, the 665 new homes per annum
required to facilitate its economic ambitions is significantly greater than the 450 figure for Carlisle from the RS. ltis
also notable that Carlisle have consistently under-performed against the RS target in recent years (Carlisle AMR
2011-12} adding to a significant cumulative shortfall. Whilst Carlisle may be able to rectify this issue in the longer
term the City Council still has significant work to undertake before it is in a position to adopt its Local Plan and
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Changes :

hence under delivery against this higher figure is likely to continue. This continued under performance will affect the
economic prospects of both Carlisle and the wider region.

In view of the developments beyond Ailerdale’s border we recommend strongly that the Council reconsiders its
strategy and puts in place material actions to address regional issues, including increasing its own housing
requirement. The Council will be aware that the NPPF reguires LPAs to meet their objectively assessed housing
needs in full {paragraphs 14, 17 and 47) and if these needs cannot wholly be met within their own administrative
boundaries, for authorities to co-operate to accommodate needs elsewhere (172 and 182). The NPPF attaches
considerable importance to LPAs cooperating to address strategic planning issues. The NPPF expects joint working
on areas of common interest to be diligently undertaken for the mutual benefit of neighbouring authorities
(paragraph 178). The HBF believe it is impartant that Allerdale accommodate an element of the unmet needs from
neighbouring autherities and proactively plan for economic growth. We therefore consider an annual housing
requirement figure in excess of 450 new homes per annum should be planned for. Failure to plan for the under-
delivery by ather authorities and potential for greater demand which will arise from an improved economy will
rebound most severely on those on lower incomes.

Council’'s

Response:

Change :
Action:

S, L By S T i [ ol ot 2o SRR = o=

Do not accept. A ‘Duty to Cooperate' Statement of Compliance has been produced to clearly demonsirate how the
Plan and the LA meets the DTC. The Statement document has been updated to provide greater clarity and evidence.

The Local Plan sets a realistic yet aspiratibnal housing target of 5,471 dwellings over the plan period 2011-2029.
This equates to an annual requirement of 304 dwellings. This reguirement meets the full objectively assessed needs
for the continued growth of the Plan Area and is in excess of the former RSS target and the 2008 ONS population
projections.

A housing growth topic paper was produced to accompany the Allerdale Local Pre-Submission Draft to provide the
background detail on the key data used, including evidence from the 2011 Census, and the key considerations. The
Council has produced an update to the Housing Growth Topic Paper is required to provide a full and clear
justification with regard to both the representations received and emerging data and trends.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

This policy is unsound as it is not positively prepared, effective or justified. The housing requirement does not take
account of the Councils own evidence of objectively assessed need, the vision within the Local Plan or previous
under delivery.

Vision and Strategic Cbjectives

The Vision, as indicated on page 14 of the Local Plan, suggests that the Council are seeking economic growth;
‘By 2028 Allerdale’s communities will be sustainable, prosperous, safe, healthy and vibrant. The economy will be
strong, diversified and well connected, with a growing and highly skilled population, with high employrment,
capitalising on skills and opportunities in the nuclear, energy and tourism seciors.’

This aspiration for economic growth within the vision is further enhanced within the Strategic Objectives section
which aims for ‘maximising economic opportunities’. Given these strong and laudable economic aspirations the
Council’s objectively assessed housing need should be based upon a scenario of employment growth. As discussed
previously in the representations on the duty to co-operate the Council have simplistically chosen a housing figure
which represents the middle ground between the 5 year migration trend and employment baseline scenarios. If the
Council and the region are serious about economic growth it should be pianning for a figure closer the 516 new
dwellings per annum indicated in the nuclear new build scenario {table 1).

SHMA

The figure of 304 new dwellings quoted in the plan is significantly below the requirement identified within the SHMA
(2011) and its subsequent update (2013). Within these documents there is an identified open market need for 1474
new dwellings over the next 5 years, this equates to 295 dwellings per annum. The Council also identifies an annual
affordable housing requirement of 181 over the same period. This equates to an annual average of (285 + 181) 476
new dweilings per annum.

Even if the Council were planning to achieve 476 dwellings per annum it is unlikely it could achieve its affordable
housing requirement as this would require 38% of all units to be affordable which would be unviable in the current
market (Allerdale Housing Viability Study 2011). The Council will be aware that the NPPF requires LPAs to meet
their objectively assessed housing needs in full {paragraphs 14, 17 and 47(A)).

Under-delivery

The Local Plan makes no reference or provision for the continued under-delivery against the previous RS target
over recent years. The 2011/12 Allerdale AMR indicates the cumulative shortfall against RS requirements as 857
units. Whilst the RS has now been revoked the identified need is still evident and must be dealt with in the plan. Itis
also worth re-iterating at this point that the under-delivery is not confined to Allerdale but rather Is a sub-regional
issue for Cumbria which the Council needs to address through the duty to co-operate with firm actions and policy.

The Council indicates in its justification that the target housing figure of 304 dwellings per annum is partially based
upon previous delivery rates. These rates must, however, be viewed in the context of previous under-delivery as well
as a period of economic recession. The NPPF requires the plan to be positive. The use of historic delivery rates
borne through a period of under-delivery and recession is not a sound basis to plan for the future as it will simply
perpetuate current under-performance and economic decline.

It is recommended that the Council increase its housing provision to accord, as a minimum with its own objectively
assessed need. The housing requirement figure should also take account of previous under-delivery across the
region and the Councils aspiration for growth. Jt is therefore recommended that an annual housing requirement
nearer 500 new dwellings should be planned for.

e TR TR

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

L T A S el

A i S . V—

The Local Plan sets a realistic yet aspirational housing target of 5,471 dwellings over the plan period 2011-2029.
This equates to an annual requirement of 304 dwellings.

This requirement meets the full objectively assessed needs for the continued growth of the Plan Area and is in
excess of the former RSS target and the 2008 ONS population projections.

A housing growth topic paper was produced to accompany the Allerdale Local Pre-Submission Draft to provide the
background detail on the key data used, including evidence from the 2011 Census, and the key considerations. The
Council has produced an update to the Housing Growth Topic Paper is required to provide a full and clear
justification with regard to both the representations received and emerging data and trends.

No
No action required.
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Name: Ms B&A"  McHugh& Smithie  Policy: 83

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Believe that the criteria for making Brigham a Local Service Centre is tenuous based upon the poor capacity and

Full
Response:

Changes :

limited availability of the qualifying services.

We moved to Brigham because it is a quiet village location with green open aspects. ILis therefore unsatisfactory to
find that the status of Brigham is to be changed from a Rural Village with infill development, to a Local Service
Centre. We understand that this is our opportunity to object to the status change for Brigham and make our views
known. We do not believe that the status change for Brigham is sound. The criteria for making Brigham a Local
Service is tenuous. We are told that the local school is at capacity with no room to expand. The bus service is
limited in schedule and destination. The village shop has been on the market for some time and the sale is
apparently generating little interest. These factors could be viewed as impractical rather than sustainable. However,
it is not only the criteria, there are several reasons why we believe Brigham should remain a Rural Village and not a
Local Service Centre, as follows: 1) Brigham is a greenfield site; 2) Problems for sites which have outline planning
permission. With reference to the iwo sites which already have outline planning permission (oddly classified as
'discarded’ in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment - SHLAA). We together with many other villagers
are unhappy about the number of additional houses that have been granted outline planning permission, as this will
greatly increase the size, population and traffic flow of Brigham, adding to the already current problems, as follows:
a) The village roads are narrow and as parking is essential for village residents, the roads are, in many places, down
to one vehicle width only; b} Access onto the A66 is hazardous at either exist; c) The approach roads to the AG6 are
either physically narrow or narrowed by parked vehicles; d) Access/egress for new eslates will merge onto these
minar, ill repaired and congested roads (i.e. hazards such as poor visibility for drivers and pedestrians), e) School
Brow takes most local through traffic, including added congestion during school drop off/pick up times; ) School
Brow is also subjected to diversions when the A66 is blocked; g} The constant flow of quarry wagons are routed past
the school along Scheol Brow; h) Pedestrian safety is a key issue as the village footpaths are narrow and often non
existent; i) There appears to be on-going issues with drainage and sewage for further new builds; }) The school is
full and additional children will need to be transported in and out of the village; k} There is a shortage of employment
in and around the village. 3) Concurrence with statements for Sites which have been 'discarded’ in the SHLAA
report for Brigham. With reference to the discarded sites, the authorities have noted a number of reasons for not
including these areas. The following reasons extracted from the SHLAA Discarded Sites list March 2013, could
equally apply to other outlined and proposed developments for Brigham: a) "Means of access fo the site considered
substandard to support residential development, (this reason was repeated in reference to a number of sites); b}
"Would have adverse landscapefvisual impact' {noted against two discarded sites); ¢) "Substandard access due to
restricted visibility'. 4) Need for additional housing appears to be unproven. Whilst the affordable housing is
understood to be a growing need in some rural communities, the size and impact of residential estates which allow
building companies to provide the appropriate mix of housing and make a profit, appear to be too large for small
villages like Brigham. Already in Brigham there are a number of unoccupied dwellings which we understand were
classed as affordable housing and yet remain empty. It seems that the overall need for more housing in Brigham
village is unproven. Finally, with reference to the sites highlighted in the SHLAA report as 'deliverable and/for
developable’ of which three are currently outlined for development in Brigham. We would suggest that all of the
above observations, including the comments made by authorities for discarded sites, are valid reasons why these
residential developments hould not go ahead. We also believe that these same reasons serve to enforce the need
to maintain Brigham as a Rural Village and prevent this Greenfield location becoming part of the urban sprawl.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Name: .. . ¥y = " Policy: ‘ 83 S

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

Legailly Compliant: No Justified: Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

ABP strongly objects to the level of growth in Silloth and considers that a higher level of growth should be delivered
to match Silloth's role as a Key Service Centre

Policy 83: Spatial Strategy and Growth

Policy 53 outlines the Council's approach to the distribution of growth across Allerdale. It sets out a settlement
hierarchy, with Workington being the Principal Centre in Allerdale, settlements including Maryport, Cockermouth,
Wigton and Silloth as Key Service Centres and smaller settlements being designated as either Local Service
Centres, Limited Growth Villages or Infill Villages. The majority of growth in Allerdate will be distributed to the
Principal Centre (35%). The next highest levels of growth will be split between the Key Service Centres. The Pre-
Submission draft of the Local Plan states that 12% of total growth will be delivered in Maryport, with Cockermouth
and Wigton both receiving 10% of growth each. Despite also being a Key Service Centre, Silloth is only designated
3% of growth. This will be only slightly more growth than in some of the Local Service Centres, which have been
designated 20% of total growth split between 11 settlements.

ABP strongly objects to the level of growth proposed in Silloth and considers that a higher level of growth should be
delivered to match Silloth's role as a Key Service Centre.

Silloth is a Key Service Centre which provides services, facilities and employment opportunities for a large
surrounding hinterland. In particular, the Port of Silloth acts as a source of direct and indirect employment for the
town and its hinterland, and also provides vital transport infrastructure.A higher level of growth should therefore be
promoted in Silloth to reflect its role as a key service centre and take advantage of the economic and transport
benefits associated with the Port.

The National Policy Statement for Ports states that ports can have the affect of increasing overall productivity in the
local economy and can encourage innovation and investment. As such, the Port of Silloth offers the potential to
attract additional investment and development to Silloth in both business and housing. This wouid however be
restricted by the low level of development that will be accommodated in Silloth under the proposed settlement
hierarchy. As such, it is considered that Policy S3 is not positively prepared as it does not plan to take advantage of
the opportunities for growth offered by the Port of Silloth, and is therefore unsound.

Furthermore, the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) requires that Local Plans are aspirational and
positively prepared. It is therefore considered that Policy S3 is inconsistent with national policy in this respect.

Itis considered that the level of growth designated to Silloth should therefore be increased to  encourage growth
and to take advantage of the opportunities offered by the Port. It is therefore requested that the level of growth in
Silloth should be increased to a similar level as the other Key Service Centres of Cockermouth, Wigton and
Maryport (i.e. 10-12%).

It is considered that the leve! of growth designated to Silloth should therefore be increased to enccourage growth
and to take advantage of the opportunities offered by the Port. It is requested that the growth in Silloth should be
increased to a similar level as the other KSC's of Cockermouth, Wigton and Maryport (i.e. 10-12%)

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Comments noted. The level of growth directed each of the KSC is specific to the scale, character and context of the
existing settlements, and relates the overall spatial strategy. The leve! of growth suggested for Silloth is considered
to be appropriate for the settlement, and appropriate for the overall spatial strategy:.

No
No action required.
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: ~Name:: ND - Sidaway  Poliey: . S3..
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Objects to the omission of the village hall, along with church, public house, shop, post office, as an important
constituent in the definition of a village

Full My original concerns suggested three factors had been ignored:

Response:  a) The omission of the village hall, along with church, public house, shop, post office, as an important constituent in
the definition of a village;
b} An urban assumption that a collection of buildings is the essence in the definition of a village;
¢) The omission of mobile services in the sustainability of a village.

The village hall is now included in your more detailed thinking. (Alas post hoc erge propter hoc!} (526 259 p112)

| have now read the whole of the draft (apart from the detailed sections on Workington, Lillyhall etc about which |
have no cognisance). This reinforces my reading the Planners begin from buildings.

- Because their main brief is to authorise the construction of new buildings and control the modification of old ones,
industrial, commercial and civic buildings and the infrastructure which links them: roads, railways, electricity,
sewerage etc Sustainability is achieved by numbers and type.

The Village Community

In contrast | begin with the social and economic relationships which define a village community. {To slip into jargon
we have different mind sets).So the omission of Bromfield from your document is highly significant. Even using your
definition Bromfield and Blencogo are a joint village: the pub and church are in Bromfield, the village hall in
Biencogo. Even though separated by a mile and a half of Mann's sheep farm they cannot be considered
separately. The PCC organises events such as the annual Produce and Flower Show in the village hall; the Parish
Council which meets in the village hall finances events in St Mungos church.

You ignore Bromfield because you intend to allocate a percentage of new housing to Blencogo but not Bromfield.
(My caveats apply equally to the joint village of Arkleby, Paronsby, Plumbland, Threapland as | demonstrated last
time).But the social relationships which bind the village community are intertwined indeed to be accurate you need
to include Langrigg and Scales as far as the A596.

These relationships are often focussed on a building: St Munge's Church is used symbolically for weddings,
christenings and funeral even by those who do not worship there. You tend to focus on the Heritage factor (527
which is commendable but ignores the religious and social impact the Mother’'s Union, the PCC as a social
organisation and organiser and the area within which they function.

The Greyhound public house is the sacial centre for a similar area and its male, fermale and mixed sporting teams
darts, dominoes and snooker are more important sports than the outdoor soccer linked o the village hall, where
indoor bowls and table tennis are more significant to the aging population and the arguments about sustainability.

The survival of these buildings for the present use is therefore vital. Any closure of use in the case of the pub must
be resisted. The example of the closure of the Westnewton pub against the petitions of the inhabitants of the village
is a shameful precedent and the recent closure of the pubs in Langrigg and Blencogo makes this even more
pertinent.

Mobile Services
The population density of Bromfield and Blencogo is never likely to make a village shop economically viable, but the
residents should not have to travel for basic necessities. The Council should therefore survey the existing mobile

provision.

Food supplies: Travelling grocery, meat, fish vans and if possible negotiate reduced fuel costs, on condition that
they follow agreed routs (At the moment the Government is considering the EEc reduced tax for rural areas the
Council needs to lobby to ensure our area is included).

Civic Services

The existing mabile library service, currently under financial threat, must be assured. The Post Cffice is now piloting
a simple cheque book account ideal for those unable or unwilling to bank online. Advice on benefits etc, via the
Citizen Advice Bureaux or Benefits Office and possibly occasional counselling services (depression is now
acknowledged as a rampant problem for carers)all should be rolled into cne weekly Mobile Civic Service.

Bus Service

In view of the current retail provision the only viable centre for Bromfield is Wigton and a four times a day public
service is required. The Rural Partnership Plan for a community bus will be an excellent addition to provide further
transport on demand.

Organisation
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Changes :

These objectives cannot be assured unless there is a continuous professional oversight secure by the appointment
within the Planning Department of a dedicated Rural Sustainability Development Officer able to interact with the
empowered community and in particular the Aspatria Rural Partnership Community Action Plan.To Summerise:The
document is an impressive overview and hopefully will be adopted in full With regret, because of the number of
omissions, | have to state that in my view the DPD is unsound:-Vis:The definition of the village and social facilities
which shouid be supported; The omission of mobile services;Failure to spell out the detailed need for adequate
public transport.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

There is no specific Government guidance on how the quantum and location of future growth should be defined
within a Local Plan, however the Council considers that the establishment of a settiement hierarchy provides a clear
and appropriate framework.

The Council accepts that there is not one 'right' way to establish which settlements should be included within the
hierarchy, but has ensured that the approach it has taken follows sound methodology and has been developed
using robust research and analysis of local evidence and issues, both quantitative and qualitative. It has been
underpinned by extensive engagement and consultation with local residents, businesses and stakeholders to
ensure the strategy reflects the collective vision and aspirations of the local community. Further details relating to
the Council's methodology is available in the Allerdale Spatial Strategy topic paper.

No
No action required.
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.. H&P ' . Moore&Albion . Poliy: . 83. . ...

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: Do not agree with the inclusion of Brigham as a Local Service Centre

Full We have purchased 32 High Brigham, a home we purchased for several reasons, including::
Response:
Open outlook onto countryside and view to the fells from the rear garden and from the bedrooms:

Propensity of wildlife in the area pheasants, red squirrels, buzzards, owls, wrens, various other birdlife in and around
our garden since we moved in (1st Feburary 2013)

Privacy we're currentty not overlooked when we're in our rear garden:

Peaceful and quiet environmenrt to live in, which is extremely important to us Imagine our disappointment when we
read about your plan to make our rural village into a local service centre.

Regarding the proposition to make Brigham a local service centre, please see our opposition to the proposal below:

Increased traffic through the village.There are narrow, and in some places, no pavements along the village main
street, and | have witnessed cars mounting the pavements many times at several locations through High
Brigham...not good for pedestrians - young children, mothers pushing prams, the elderly.......

The road is narrow, and there are cars parked along one side, making it difficult to drive throughout the village at
times, particularly for buses and large vehicles. We need to reverse onto / off the drive next to our house, and we're
not the only people who have te do this. It's fairly manageable, though difficult to see with cars parked in front of the
houses. This manoeuvre would be even more difficult if there was increased traffic through the village.

The access onto the A66 is fairly hazardous at both the Broughton Cross and Ellerbeck Brow junctions.

The roads in Brigham are already narrow, which is further restricted by parked cars. The safety of pedestrians
particularly children walking to / from school, cyclists and other drivers needs to be considered with the increase in
traffic flow through the village. In addition, the access onto the A66 at Broughton Cross {if turning right to
Cockermouth) and Ellerbeck Brow (if turning right towards Keswick) are both extremely hazardous junctions, and
there have been accidents al these locations. With increased traffic flow, surely this would increase the risk of an
accident at both junctions?

Management of surface water, foul drainage Apparently, the drainage is at its full capacity. Is it realistic to expect the
infrastructure works would incorporate the construction of a higher capacity surface water / foul drainage network?
Currently, we have very litlle confidence that this would be seen as an important addition / expansicn to the existing
infrastructure.

More housing As mentioned previously, how can the construction of yet more houses be justified. There are
currently houses up for sale / rent in Brigham are houses really in such a demand than an additional 322 need to be
constructed in a vilage which really wasn't designed for so many people. It should also be mentioned that there is a
block of flats near the old police station / Brigham social club which does not appear to be inhabited. There may be
other reasons behind this, but if these aren’t populated, will there really be the demand for all the houses which are
proposed to be constructed in Brigham and High Brigham? There is the potential for 750 houses to be developed at
the former Corus steelworks, so why we, within Brigham have new developments imposed upon greenfield land?

What value is placed on open land / countryside? | wouid like to think the open areas within villages, towns and
cities are preserved to be enjoyed by future generations. Not to be exploited by property developers. Let us pose the
question - why build on a greenfield site when there are plenty of brownfield sites within Alierdale? in addition,
shouldn't agricultural land be protected from development?

Capacity of the local schools The construction of a housing estate at Kirk Cross Quarry will place a burden on local
schools. If an additional 34 houses were constructed, it is very unlikely that parents would be able to send their
children to the school of their choice within the catchment area. If we were to become parents in the future, | would
like the choice to be able 1o send my child to school in Brigham.

Keeping Brigham a village We are extremely happy living in High Brigham, in a lovely village with an open outlook. It
would be a terrible loss to construct more non-descript houses, almost turning Brigham / High Brigham into a small
town.

Adverse impact on wildlife, ancient hedgerows We have seen a vast array of wildlife (red squirrels etc) / birdlife
since moving, and as a keen nature lovers, we want it to stay this way. It is beyond my understanding why a lovely
piece of countryside should be destroyed for the sake of yet more new housing which people may not even want.
We thought that one of Allerdales' planning principles was to protect the natural landscape, not destroy it?
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Impact of the value of peoples’ homes We purchased our house, after saving long and hard for the deposit to buy a
home we want to stay in for several years. It may be that the construction of an estate at the rear of our property will
adversely affect its value, even in the long term. I'm sure the same applies for other people living in close proximity
to the proposed site of the housing.

Construction not sympathetic to the rest of the houses in this area The design of the houses do not appear to fit in'
with the character and distinctiveness of Brigham. They would stick out like a sore thumb.

it is not a 'light' devefopment of Brigham and surrounds that are being suggested as part of this local service centre
proposai. It is a full on re-development of our village. How can this be justified when taking in ail the factors are
detailed above?

[ would appreciate an acknowledgement that you have received this opposition from us.

Changes :

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

ReprlD:" 281 e | Qompanyl@rganisgtion: &S . Document: P
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepa-red: Effective: .l
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: Do not agree with the inclusion of Brigham as a Local Service Centre,

Full | write to object again at the inclusion of Brigham as a Local Service Centre. Brigham has insufficient infrastructure
Response:  to support this designation.
1. The local shop is up for sale, the post office has already closed.
2. There are no pubs left in the village.
3. There is no room for expansion at the local school.
4. Of particular concern, the road network and pavements through the village are insufficient to support any further
expansion of the village. Currently many parents drive their children the short distance to school due to concerns
over road safety and the lack of pavements. Both accesses on to the A66 are difficult.
5. The bus service is insufficient, meaning that any expansion will only serve the problems listed in point 4 above,
whilst also going against the green agenda in increasing car use.

Changes :

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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 Name: Mr A ' Graham - - Policy: 83+

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Objects to the SHLAA

| accept that Allerdale Borough Council has targets to meet to ensure that the Government priority of ensuring that
land is not a constant in the delivery of new housing Is met.

However the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Draft main report, which supports the Local Plan,
states that the majority of development will be located in existing urban areas that provide the best range of
services, employment opportunities and access 1o public transport, and that smaller rural settlements should have
the opportunity to accommodate small scale infill development where appropriate. This contradicts the decision to
identify two parcels of land in the small village of Bridekirk (SHLAA ref. numbers RU58 and EXRUZ22) with a total
potential capacity of 73 houses. This has been downscaled from the original assessment which identified a
potential for 86 houses. This would more than double the number of houses in Bridekirk, and could hardly be
regarded as small scale infill development.

Bridekirk is one of the few Allerdale villages outside of the Lake District National Park which has a special Lake-
District type charm. Itis this special feel to the village which has enticed many residents to relocate from alt parts of
the UK. It has a small primary school at Dovenby, which is full to capacity, no shops or any other services, and a
very limted bus service to Cockermouth which provides three buses a day Monday {o Saturday ony, with the last bus
at 14:10. This was once an hourly service, but was drastically reduced several years ago, and is at risk of being
withdrawn at any time.

It is difficult to see how this scale of development could be suggested in a Limited Growth with such a limited range
of services and access to public transport, and very few employment opportunities within a 20 mile radius. This part
of the plan is not based on a strategy which meets objectively assessed development and infrastructure
reguirements.

It would be extremely short sighted of Alierdale Borough Council to think that developers would not want to
maximise their profits by squeezing as many houses as possible into these sites. It would be costly and very difficuit
to defend the inevitable appeal if planning permission is refused when the potential number of houses has already
been identified in the SHLAA.

Review the SHLAA for Bridekirk. The assessment should be realistic and achievable. For this Limited Growth
Village a maximum of 10 new houses would be much more realistic.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

The Council considers that this response does not relate to Policies within the Plan, but specifically to the SHLAA
and specific sites within the village of Bridekirk. Site specific housing numbers will be dealt with as part of the
Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2): Site Allocations. This response will be fed into ongoing work which is progressing the
Site Allocations document, but will not be taken further at this stage of the Local Plan process.

No
No action required.
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Name: Mrs B - Kvanégl_i-‘ . Policy: . 83 ix

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

Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: No  Consistent:

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

The Plan details how policy options were considered and explains how Rural Villages were defined, however it
makes no reference to how or why the two sub-categories of Rural Villages were introduced to the Pre-Submission
Consultation Draft

It is the view of Blennerhasset & Torpenhow Parish Council that Policy $3 is unsound because it is not justified.
Guidance stated that the DPD should be founded on robust and credible evidence base involving:

- Evidence of participation of the local community and others having a stake in the area;- Research.

Policy S3, Spatial Strategy and Growth, divides Rural Villages into two categories:

Limited Growth Villages and InfilfRounding Off Villages. The introduction of these two categories is a new addition
at the Pre-submission Consultation Draft stage. !t was not proposed nor referred to in any of the policy options in
the previous consultation document. There is no evidence of participation of the local communities that will be
directly affected by these proposals.

The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 1) Spatial Strategy Topic Paper {May 2013) details policy options that were
considered and explains how Rural villages were defined. However it makes no reference to how or why the two
sub-categories of Rural Villages were introduced to the Pre-submission Consultation Draft.

The definition of ‘Infil/Rounding Off Villages' gives less certainty of the limits of development to small villages and
hamiets than that provided to larger settliements defined as ‘Limited Growth Villages'. The additional criteria
provided under Policy 85 do not provide sufficient certainty that the character of our rural villages and hamlets will
be protected. In some cases, such as Torpenhow, villages will have current development boundaries removed -
boundaries which have been previously discussed and agreed - with no consultation with the Parish Councils and
communities.

There is no evidence of housing need in either Blennerhasset or Torpenhow as demonstrated by houses that have
stood empty for considerable periods - both for sale and to let. This has not been taken into account when
projecting growth,

We are keen to work with Allerdale Borough Council to define or review development boundaries for our Parish.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Concerns are noted. The Local Plan directs 6% of overall growth to Rural Villages, encompassing Limited Growth
Villages and Infil/Rounding Off Villages. The scale of development proposed will be expected to be commensurate
to the size of the settlement and reflect its position in the settlement hierarchy. As the respondent states settlement
boundaries will direct development of the Limited Growth Villages, while robust development criteria have been
developed for Infill/Rounding Off Villages. This approach was considered to be an appropriate and sound approach.

The decision to split the Rural Villages tier was taken subsequent to the preferred options consultation based on
analysis of the wide spectrum of the Rural Villages category. Allocation between the two categories took into
account; population, physical scale and context, in addition to ensuring a geographic distribution.

No
No action required.
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. Name: Ms NIES . Hrycan
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  There is no reference to the impact of development on the historic environment and the reflection of character and
appearance of the local area as mentioned in various policies throughout the Plan

Full There is no reference to the impact of development on the histaric environment and the reflection of character and

Response:  gppearance of the tocal area as mentioned in various policies throughout the Plan. The NPPF requires that a proper
assessment should be made to identify land, which would be inappropriate for development because of its historic
significance. This needs to be detailed in this policy. We object to the scale of development proposed only relating
to the size of the settlement and the position in the settlement hierarchy. There is no reference to individual
character, appearance and the historic environment etc. Consideration should be given on the ability of settlements
to accommodate growth and not harm setting, character and landscape.

Changes : Insert additional criteria:

The ability of the settlement to accommodate growth without harming its character or setting or that of the
surroundlng Iandscape

Council's It is accepted that criteria suggested would provide greater clarlty and therefare it is concluded that this text would
Response: be best within the policy wording following the policy.

Change:  paially Accepted
Action: Paragraph 79 has been amended accordingly.
Rep ID: . 37/ 4 L 22 Companlergamsatlon Engllsh Heﬂtage - : Document: LP i -' _
T o T e » | Name ‘MsE Hrycan . Policy. ":J:: i 53 g i
Supporthll)ject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective: l
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We support the recognition of the need for development to find the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or
appropriate enabling development to secure the future of heritage assets

Full We support the recognition of the need for development to find the optimal viable use of a heritage asset or
Response:  appropriate enabling development to secure the future of heritage assets

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.
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' Name: Ms E. !"h‘ycan i

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

Summary:  We support reference to the historic environment in reviewing settlement boundaries for the site allocations DPD.

Full We support reference to the historic environment in reviewing settlement boundaries for the site allocations DPD.
Response:

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a
Action: No further action required.

RepD: = 37/ * 24 CompanyIOrganisaitiqn: _ E_ngl_lsﬁ“Heriiage‘-;'-'i

IName: Ms E . Hrycen

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

Summary:  We support reference to the historic environment in reviewing settlement boundaries for the site allocations DPD.

Full We support reference to the historic envirenment in reviewing settlement boundaries for the site allocations DPD.
Response:

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.

R_ep ID: - 387 5 8 boﬁqpa'nyJOrganléétibﬁi Crﬁssdanoriby'i’a'rish Counail -

: -  Name: Mrs" C' - - Freefand .
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries in relation to setttement hierarchy and growth figures for limited growth/infill villages

Full Page 26 Limited Growth / Infill Villages - Please ensure no large developments in Crosby as current Moor Park
Response:  development represents in itself 7 years growth in the parish of Crosscanonby. What is the status of the settlements
of Birkby and Crosscanonby as they are not mentioned?

Changes :

Council's By the definition of its designation as a Limited Growth Village, Crosby will not see large scale developments, being
Response: restricted to small scale development only within the designated settlement boundary.
Birkby and Crosscanonby have not been included within the settlement hierarchy due to their limited size/services
and will therefore be classed as 'open countryside’ where development will be restricted other than in exceptional
circumstances (set out in the Policy).

Change : No

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

Summary:  Queries the definition of small in relation to development to be allowed within Limited Growth Villages

Full Page 28 - Limited Growth Villages restricted to small development. Again, what is the definition of "small*?
Response:

Changes :

Council's  The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) Site Allocations will define the level of growth expected at this level of the

Response: settlement hierarchy by revising settlement boundaries to permit levels of growth that are both appropriate and
sustaianable. This exercise will take into account various factors such as context, character, constraints and level of
affordable need. Part 1 of the Plan provides the policy context for this process. Part 2 and the settlement boundary
review will be subject to full public consultation.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Rep 1D: 43 foo & Cpmpéﬁlergéni;'.aﬁﬁn: . Susco (Sus_tainabié Cbbkemo@ -":: Do;:'uinent:lf LP-‘,-:,"'"
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e

{0 Name: Mr M .- Porter o
SupportiObject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  SUSCO suggest that spatial sirategy directs too much growth to Cockermouth.

Full $3 Spatial Strategy and Growth The percentages allocated to the various areas within the Borough are

Response:  inappropriate, and in refation to Cockermouth are completely inaccurate in terms of appropriate growth. Alierdale
are looking for 35 houses per year over 15 years of the plan in Cockermouth. Cockermouth would have 525 extra
homes by 2028. There are 383 planned dwellings now, plus 369 for sale in June 2013 gives us 752, exceeding the
required housing need for the full duration of the plan. If only new build are included, with 383 already agreed to be
built, this only requires a further 156 additional homes over the duration of the plan. The figure of 10% growth is
therefore excessive and unjustifiable and does not make for sustainable and sound planning for the requirements of
the town. It is felt that with the current numbers of agreed to be built dwellings in place, a very minimal amount of
growth should be allocated to Cockermouth. It has been suggested 2% growth would give Allerdale sufficient
flexibility, as even this low figure would result in exceeding the required home figure. It was felt that to be consistent
with other objectives in the plan, and the aspirations of other towns who actively want further developments, the
towns of Maryport (eg 13%), Wigton (eg 12%) and Aspatria (eg 4% as the town is keen to have development)
should be considered as locations which could be allocated a greater percentage, if Cockermouth’s was reduced.
They are towns in a better position than Cockermouth to sustain further growth. It also fits with the aims of the Plan
in terms of increased use of public transport, and reductions in journeys (if development in the towns included
increases in local employment opportunities). They all have good links by rail and bus to other major centres of
employment and services within and outwith the Borough. Cockermouth does not have good public transport links.
A slight increase (eg 1% extra) in the Limited Growth and Infill/Rounding Off villages combined may be an option
given there are a large number of these settlements to spread the increase amongst.

Changes :

Council's  The Plan allocates approximately 10% of the residential growth to Cockermouth over the Plan Period. This
Response:  allocation includes committed (or dwellings with planning permission) development. The Plan has been revised to
provide clarity on this issue.

Change : No

fction; Policy $3 {paragraph 79} S6 have been amended to emphasis that the allocations must take into account
committed development.
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Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Queries Winscale parish's ommission from Settlement Hierarchy
Full After reading this document we notice there is no planned housing development for the parish of Winscales. How
Response:  would this affect planning applications for new build?
Changes :
Council's  Winscales has not been included within the settlement hierarchy due to its limited size and sustainable services - it
Response: s therefore classed as 'open countryside’ where development will be restricted other than in exceptional
circumstances (as set out in the Policy).
Change : No
Action:

No action required.
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| Néme: Mr Miﬂhéé] x Barry Policy: S3 .
7 Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prépared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Support the hierarchy and distribution of development as this is considered to reflect the County Council's preferred
approach.
Full Housing. 9. This is a most important aspect of the Local Plan. It establishes the key principles around the quantum
Response: and the distribution of development across the Borough.10. We note Allerdale’s intention to deliver 304 new homes

per annum, but with recognition that where evidence demonstrates that it is necessary, higher levels of housing may
be delivered. The delivery of the right amount and types of housing in sustainable locations is recognised as a very
important role of the planning system and is amplified within the NPPF. This is also of importance to the County
Council given the role of housing in supporling economic development by providing an attractive range of houses
and the broader benefits of our communities being able to access affordable and suitable housing, which has
important links to health, well-being and educational achievement. 11. The baseline target of 304 new homes is
based on evidence contained within the Strategic Housing Market Area Assessments {SHMA) for Allerdale. This
requirement represents an uplift on the previous annual target of 267 homes set out in the now revoked North West
of England Regional Spatial Strategy. This proposal is welcomed as it should help ensure the availability of a flexible
supply of housing land that can respond to changes in demand and therefore support the creation of balanced
housing markets together with economic development.12. Moreover, given the reduction of Government grant for
affordable housing and in light of an evidenced requirement for such housing, the raised housing target will help
deliver necessary affordable housing through the cross subsidy of affordable housing by open market housing.
Employment. 13. This Policy also highlights a requirement for at least 51 ha of additional employment land over the
plan period. This requirement reflects the evidence of the West Cumbria Employment Land Review Update 2012
and is supported on this basis. Settlement Hierarchy 14. The settlement hierarchy, as a foremost planning
consideration, represents an important aspect of this policy. The Cumbria Sub Regional Spatial Strategy makes
clear the importance of sufficient levels of development being delivered to meet identified requirements for homes
and employment. It requires that development should be concentrated in sustainable locations where there is
sufficient local infrastructure and services to allow people to access schools, services and jobs with ease, and
preferably by minimising the use of the private car. To guide this process the Cumbria Sub Regional Spatial
Strategy identifies a settlement hierarchy across which development in Cumbria should be distributed. The location
of each settlement within the hierarchy is based on the range of services and facilities, the size of the population
and its role and function and this hierarchy should be used to determine how much development would be
accommodated sustainably at each settlement. These principles are also recognised in Paragraph 34 of the NPPF
which states; plans and decisions should ensure developments that generate significant movement are located
where the need to travel will be minimised and the use of sustainable transport modes can be maximised.15. In
Allerdale, the Sub Regional Spatial Strategy highlights the need for major levels of development in Workington
which, together with Whitehaven, represents a very important service centre within the County. Recognising their
role, the Spatial Strategy highlights the need for the development of these towns, along with Maryport and Cleator
Moor, to take place in a complementary way that builds on their individual strengths. The Strategy also identifies the
need for ‘Significant’ levels of development at Maryport,and ‘Moderate’ levels of growth in the Key Service Centres
of Maryport,Cockermouth, Wigton, Silloth and Aspatria. In addition, it highlights the need for 'small scale’
development to take place in other rural locations to help sustain services and meet needs, including the needs of
local businesses and for housing.16. While giving the largest share of development to the most sustainable
setllements, the proposed hierarchy in the draft Allerdaie Local Plan recognises the role of smaller rural settlements
and the importance of small scale development in enhancing/protecting their sustainability. When considering the
levels of development at individual settlements it will be important that there is the ability to respond to evidence of
housing requirements. For example, in the Cockermouth sub areathe housing market may face pressures due to
housing costs and the occupancy restrictions on new housing within the Lake District National Park Authority. In
time, these pressures may manifest with a requirement for even further housing land, and it is suggested that this
policy does need to be implemented in a flexible manner, with the ability io provide more land in the smaller of the
Key Service Centre settlements should a need for it become apparent. 17. The Local Service Centres have been
identified on the basis that they have a schoel, shop and public transport which are all important in the achievement
of sustainable communities. At these settlements, modest growth is intended to support such services and to help
ensure local needs can be met in a relatively sustainable location. The recognition of the value of schools in
creating sustainable settlements is welcome and new housing development can help support the continuing vitality
of schools. With respect to public transport it should be noted that there is no guarantee that such services will be
maintained in the future, but the level of development proposed should help to sustain current services and may
enable improved levels of service to become commercially viable in the longer term. 18. In the Limited Growth
Villages and Infill/Rounding Off Villages the Local Plan proposes that low levels of open market housing and small
scale employment and other services would be acceptable. It is suggested that Allerdale should consider whether
the very small settlement of Wiggonby would be able to operate as an Infilll Rounding Off Village given the school
and sports facility identified in the settlement and its proximity to the other services available at nearby Aikton.
Elsewhere the Local Plan's policies require that development would be limited to that which has a specific locational
requirement, such as affordable housing to meet local needs or to support rural enterprises. This is considered
important as housing and employment development to meet local needs have a very important role in helping to
sustain the vitality of rural communities. 19. The proposed hierarchy, and the distribution of development, is
supported as this is considered to reflect the County Council's preferred approach and should facilitate the delivery
of sustainable development within Allerdale Borough.

Page 46 of 367




Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.

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

Summary:  This needs 1o be amended to reflect the minimum 15 year period post adoption.

Full This needs to be amended to reflect the minimum 15 year period post adoption.
Response: ’

Changes: Amend plan period

Council's  Accept comment.
Response:

Change : Yes
Action: Amend Plan period to extend to 2029.
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Name:. . . Policy: " 53
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Considers this policy to be unsound in relation to growth levels, settlement hierarchy, role of settlements, housing
allocations and employment allocations
Full The policy is unsound. The housing requirement does not appropriately deal with housing requirements as it does
Response: not address the evidence base requirements before the authority. There is no clear justification as to why the

housing figure has been selected. It does not align with any of the scenarios testing undertaken in the evidence
work, as set out in the Housing Growth Topic Paper May 2013.These issues are fundamental throughout the whole
plan and given that the authorities Sustainability Appraisal April 2013 has been based upon the pre-submission draft
plan approach that is also considered to be fundamentally flawed given that the plan would not be considered to be
sound. In this regard, Figure 3-2 housing trajectory table in Appendix 3 to the pre-submission draft is flawed in that it
does not carry forward the under delivery from the previous plan period, which stood at 857 units up to 2011/12.
Neither does it include 20% buffer from later in the plan period which needs to be reflected in the calculations.
Appended to this response are tables that identify the housing requirements should the evidence base scenarios for
employment and Nuclear build programme be utilised. The authorities vision is to capitalise on skills and
opportunities in nuclear energy sectors tied into Strategic Objective 23b maximising economic opportunities
identified in the West Cumbria Economic Blue Print implementation plan, however has arbitrarily used a housing
requirement figure that does not reflect that economic aspiration.

It is considered that the dwelling provision proposed significantly underestimates the requirements. Signet have
prepared tables appended to this submission setting out scenarios using the Councii's own evidence base and the
need to include under delivery within 5 year supply. Paragraph 47 of the NPPF is clear that authorities need to boost
significantly the supply of housing and that local planning authaorities should: Use their evidence base to ensure their
Local Plan meets the full objectively assessed needs for market and affordable housing in the housing market area,
as far as it is consistent with the policies set out in this framework, including identifying key sites which are critical to
delivery of the housing strategy over the plan period. This paragraph also goes on to state that the local planning
authority should. Identify supply as specific, developable sites or broad locations for growth and identifies supply of
specific deliverable sites sufficient to provide 5 years worth of housing against their housing requirements. In
addition, the NPPF specifies that authorities should ilustrate the expected rate of housing delivery through a
housing trajectory and set out the sirategy for both market and affordable housing. (Signets emphasis) No housing
trajectory is available in the evidence base documents to support how the authority envisage meeting their
affordable housing targets in full. The Vision and Objectives of the plan are based upon high employment and
capitalising on the opportunities in the nuclear and energy sectors. However the housing requirement does not align
itself with the housing requirement scenarios of employment baseline of 497 per annum or the Nuclear New Build
programme of 516 units per annum. This is contrary to the plans own objectives and vision. The proposed figure of
304 units per annum is un-aspirational and will not accord with the Government objectives and policy as set outin
paragraph 47 of the NPPF seeking Local Planning Authorities to significantly boost housing supply. Pages 25-28
Settlement Hierarchy and Role of Seftlement No fundamental objections are raised to the actual settlement
hierarchy itself, however there is no clarity in the plan document or any evidence base documents as to the
percentage proportion split between the different seftlements. It is considered that this is particularly relevant when
there are disparities between the affordable housing needs within different settlements. For example, Cockermouth
has the highest affordable housing requirement and in the context of no significant public funding to meet such
needs, the reliance upon market housing to cross-subsidies such delivery is considered essential. However, it is
noted that the affordable housing policy (Policy S8, pg 62) seeks 40% provision on sites within Cockermouth,
notwithstanding Cockermouth is identified as a settlement of moderate value and the Viability Study demonstrates
that such a requirement renders the majority of schemes undeliverable.

In the context of the position that the plan does not meet the full housing needs identified by evidence batanced with
the under delivery of both market and affordable housing, the level of housing requirement should be increased. An
increase in market housing would then dilute the extent of affordable being sought on individual developments and
assist in overcoming viability issues that are intrinsic in the plan at present. Further commentary on this is made in
relation to each settlement hierarchy discussed below.

-Page 28 Housing Allocations Paragraph 79 of the plan refers to Site Allocations DPD identifying broad distribution
of housing and employment growth. Without indicating specific deliverable sites or broad locations, it is considered
that the plan does not demonstrate it is sound, particularly as settlement boundaries will need to be changed. It is
considered that by taking this approach, the authority are not meeting one of the core planning principles about
proactively driving and supporting sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, businesses and
industrial units, infrastructure and thriving places that the country needs. Plans should take account of market
signals and set out a clear strategy for allocating sufficient land which is suitable for development in their area.
These points were raised in previous representations and remain as a fundamental concern of the process. Without
amending settlement boundaries at this stage the Authority will not be able to meet its housing requirements as its
limiting development opportunities. This cuts across all the settiements including the Limited Growth Villages where
paragraph 71 sets out that new housing and employment will be restricted to small scale development within the
designated settlement boundary. The current settlement boundaries are dated and do not reflect the housing
requirement needs for this plan and need to be aligned with the strategy. Villages such as Branthwaite will be unduly
restricted which will impact on rural villages and their sustainability.

-Page 29 Emoloyment Allocations. In regards to approach to employment land, there is again no clear rationale as
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to why the plan proposes to allocate at least 51 hectares of land for the plan period, however the evidence base in
the joint West Cumbria Employment Land and Premises Study and subsequent update projects the need for 60
hectares. In addition, the approach to delaying review of employment land to a later DPD fundamentally undermines
the Local Plan. The NPPF is clear that such assessment should be undertaken in parallel or combined with
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessments as set out in paragraph 161. The ability to deliver employment
land alongside housing are fundamental to meeting the. Government's agenda of economic and housing growth set
out in the NPPF.

Changes :

Councils  The Local Plan sets a realistic yet aspirational housing target of 5,471 dwellings over the plan period 2011-2029.

Response: This equates to an annual requirement of 304 dwellings. This requirement meets the full objectively assessed needs
for the continued growth of the Plan Area and is in excess of the former RSS target and the 2008 ONS population
projections.
A housing growth topic paper was produced to accompany the Allerdale Local Pre-Submission Draft to provide the
background detail on the key data used, including evidence from the 2011 Census, and the key considerations. The
Council has produced an update to the Housing Growth Topic Paper is required to provide a full and clear
justification with regard to both the representations received and emerging data and trends.

Change : No

Action:

No action required.
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SupportiObject: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

T T e S W WL el T e e

Does not believe that Brigham should be designated as a Local Service Centre

The allocation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre is unsound. It should be a Rural Village.

The current existing services are limited with one small shop which is up for sale and not a post office, limited buses
and a school at capacity. There are no medical, dental, fuel or entertainment facilities so the needs of the
community have to be got elsewhere.

The roads in the village are at capacity with any large vehicles having to mount the kerb to get through. All access
out of the village is dangerous in all directions. Both A66 junctions, Chapel Brow junction to A595 and the very
narrow lane to Eaglesfield with dangerous junction at Paddle school.

Brigham can only cope with limited in fill or brownfield site development as it was in the local plan.

Brigham is currently being flooded with major planning applications for housing estates, which it cannot sustain for
all the above reasons. One planning application 2/2013/0260 has not taken into consideration any issues of SUDDS
and if passed would increase the drainage into a beck through the east end of the village and potential flooding of
several homes and the road again. As seen in 2012 twice. The Local Flood Management Team of the County
Council is not consuited for any planning applications at present.

Change Brigham from a Local Service Centre to a Limited Growth Village.
Amend Figure 6.

The definition for LSC should include shops not a single shop and good internal road infrastructure and good
access in and out of the village.

The local village school should alse have capadcity or at |east land available to expand which Brigham does not.

Council's
Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodelogy and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
characier of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facllities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlernent. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: = No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setling out explicit housing numbers per seitiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settiements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which de not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to suppert the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shorily.

No
No action required.
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“Name: Mrs- Sheda < 7 Houghton Policy: . 83
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No
Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given

Full
Response:

Changes :

declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We reaily do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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 iowards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. K cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkeross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Po not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shorlly.

No
No action required.
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" Name: Ms Alicia - - Crane . Policy:© ©° 83
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
uniitkely to expand and up-for-sale.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: Na action required.
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Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc} from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which wili commence shortly.

Change : No

Action:

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

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We reaily do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schaool is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial strategy and settiement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methedology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: Mrs Sandra . Boardman . . Peliy:® $3:
- Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: Neo

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Viliage to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. We really do not have, nor will building more houses bring, the same facilities as Flimby for example. Recent
planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross (02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village
schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is
full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size,
unlikely to expand and up-for-sale.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26.

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a rebust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each setilement within the hierarchy,
setting.out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Pericd. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject 1o a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action:

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

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency seérvice vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settiement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure o cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. L8Cs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal read infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Alierdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Viliage. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

ST T .

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlernent hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefare it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each setilement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subseguent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc} from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumplion that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have 1o mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add 1o the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to suppert, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

T o R S L

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and seitlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute 1o this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these setlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to cther village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Erigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure asscciated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the werd 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequistte.

. . [ i, o i T, e s s o T

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly,

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and consfraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With ne fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per setilement. Given the levef of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settiement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the categery of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to L ocal Service: Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schoals. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is iimited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given

Full
Response:

Changes :

declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc} from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schocls. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add 1o the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

e T

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unseund because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building wili not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC en page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per seittement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which wili commence shertly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S$3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to trave! through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shaps’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

S T = L s e

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes inte
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Ptan {Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvats within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure o support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schoot is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shep is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops’ and refer to

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.
Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlerent hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settiements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:

Full

Responsa:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth aniy, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will net bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village scheols. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as schoo! buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure-6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

= T e =

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute 1o this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Ne
No action reguired.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schogls. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the namrow, traffic pinch-points in the viltage to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a schoel, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which confribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements In the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

Councif's

Response:

Change :

Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

it T S T T Lt ] R

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the leve! of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per seitlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 53 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setllement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale l.ocal Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross '
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to trave! through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which confribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S$3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. [t can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-gale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavementis in the narrow, traffic pinch-peints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlernent'’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

me 2 FENI e i T T i

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlernent within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representer suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the [ast Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
Increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the seftlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast fo the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the seftlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial stralegy 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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fue!, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not avallable on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 1o Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

= TR i § S ==

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it s a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} - will determine the leve! of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept iimited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure fo cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased deveiopment. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer fo
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

[

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

S e Qoo

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Aflerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settliement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrasfructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Gentre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
ihe time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not avallable on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 8. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

S e

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlernent. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

FuH
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rurai Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs eic} from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not avatlable on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definitien on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Coungil's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

GChanges :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It Is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to cther village schools. This Is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Flan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to suppert the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shorily.

No
No action required.
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Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fil! or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic Is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Alterdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvais within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change ; No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the categery of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Erigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the seltlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a goed internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which 1akes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individua! developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consuitation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal read infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

e e A T

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable seftlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No actien required.
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' ' Name: Mrs Julie . Hicks - . - . Poliy 83
Support/Object: Object "~ Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No
Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given

Full
Response:

Changes :

declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate 1o each setllement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: Ne

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given '
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. i cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs. '

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Locat Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infili Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the scheool is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a scheol, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasens, include the word 'shops' and refer to

‘having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per setilement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village scheols. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 8. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
t ocal Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements Is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop Is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good intemal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per setilement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not avaitable on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.

Page 92 of 367




* Name: Mis  Alson  Church . - . Policy: .83 . ¢

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) fram
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

i N - -

Do not accept.

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 iowards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs ete) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building witl not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or ieisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Viltage
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 ciearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it s a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It shouid be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements In the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

e )

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a rebust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate 1o each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement, Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlemenits is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subseguent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject fo a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
Na action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.
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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Cenire closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.
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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the setllement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is fimited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a gocd internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’'s Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

TET T

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No ~ Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-safe. It shouid be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settiement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will nat bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the scheol is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setilement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - wilt determine the level of growth appropriate to each setttement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Lecal Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these seltlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.

Page 99 of 367




ep Ib:

4227 - 1 - CompanylOrganisation: . P ) _ l— "Dccum‘en'tf P

Name: M Brﬂce Murﬁford, : : _ ‘P‘{“W:__ 53 .

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S$3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from

“the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the

NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rurat Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

TR e L T e =3

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it Is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the setttement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as: preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable setilement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints. ’

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It shouid be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition shouid, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

[

Coungcil's
Response:

Change :

Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

S T e s RSt Yt

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which centribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely foliows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setling out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope faor substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject 1o a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure o cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham fraom LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

A e S N

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable setttement.

Alferdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Name: Mr  Anthony ~ Poucher . Policy: ~ 83 .
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not avaflable on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial strategy and setlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settliement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settliements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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" Mame: Mr John  Sutton - Policy 83
Support’Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy 53 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  fustifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will nat bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service Is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-peints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) refy on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s
Response:

Change !
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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‘Name: Mr  Bil - . McCallum Policy: . - 83

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham shoutd not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavermnents In the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast o the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you shoutd add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subseguent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Support/Object: QObject SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to trave! through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considerad
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearharmn for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schoal is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a goeod internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

e =

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodolegy and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing chiidren out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is fimited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic s in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

B

Council's Do not accept.

Response:

Change :
Action:

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable setilement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham shouid not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. 1t shouid be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
selting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth anly, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out 1o other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reazons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good infernal read infrastructure as a prerequisite.

[yl -

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

- e s R T o

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and setllement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement,

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the ievel of growth apprepriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlerment. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and consfraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the inill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-peoints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word *shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

‘Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial sirategy 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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Peried. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Fult
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 53 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unseund because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, inciude the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these setilements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the seltlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legaily Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should net be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constrainis.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to cther village schools. This Is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sert of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

= o

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do net detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. l should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby, With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC Is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs efc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setflement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methedology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shorily.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 53 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints,

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growih only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the scheol is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
havmg a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequnsne

St S s

Council’s
Response:

Change :
Action:

e e e s

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham ceuld be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-peints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased develocpment. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

N L e i e e "z

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settiements is limited within the Plan Peripd. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consuliation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Fult
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth anly, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition en
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavemenis in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given fo the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasens, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developmenis are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

}tis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin iorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-paints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the abiiity of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Locai Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that iarge vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

e

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainabie settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlernents is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which de not detract from the
character of the setttement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should net be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Viilage. It cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for examptle, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-saie. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other L8Cs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setilement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept. .

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which coniribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Cenfre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

w7 LA

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settliements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: ‘No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin forries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servwices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc} from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

5t e o 5 S s TS

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Pian. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no-fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setflement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer ta

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.
Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement. _

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlerent within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.

Page 129 of 367



epiD: 152 1 Company/Organisation: 0 RS- Y " .. Dotument: [P

Name: Mrs ﬁsa = \;afey g, — : Pqiicy: 5.3 33 .
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools, This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure 1o cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept. _

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable setilement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject 1o a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building wifl not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross -
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other vilage schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service Is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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, The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements s limited within the Plan Periad. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shartly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs elc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. i should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the son of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes: Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should; for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

T

Council's Do not accept.

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 fowards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as & Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each setilement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per seftlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
tocal Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

ltis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It shouid be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schoal is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration

_must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any

increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and seltlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methedology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Pian (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Pericd. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representar suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school Is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limiied in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit hausing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining senvwvices and constraints.

Itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan_ It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with developrment like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements In the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

o

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

T — = IR

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methedology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Alierdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, # is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consuitation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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SupportiObject: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

T e R i

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the tast Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehictes such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village 1o travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from L.SC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastruclure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlemenit hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do nol detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.

Page 136 of 367



Rep iD: s '159 fi 1 é Coﬁpa'hylbéga‘qis_aﬁdn: ey : : - : R Doclime{!t:' P ¥

. N Mrs - Zona : D 8 A Policy: sg
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Browrfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-saie. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes inte
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannct
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or |eisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops” and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and Include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full Itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs eic) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schaol is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast o the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer, LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

e

Council's Do not accept.
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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.
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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.
Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. !t should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not mest
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, uniikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sor of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasans, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate 1o each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per seitlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infifl Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 1o Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response: justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unilikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable seitlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settliements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations wil! be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

Page 142 of 367



epID: 1657, 1 - VCompényIOrgénlsatioh-:f o — —_— 'Document: Y-

Name: Mr  Derek - Jackson o Poliy - TS30

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

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints,

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc}) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784} rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainabllity reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's
Response:

Change :

Action:

e s

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Name: Mrs  Maureen Jackson - Policy: 83’ el L

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints. )

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham.for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setttement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’'s

Response:

Change :
Action:

cu e T A R = =

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dweltings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Support’Object: Qbject ] Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. i should be a Rural Village. It cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Pian. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
buiiding will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition censideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these setflements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing appravals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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. Name: Mr - David - Brown - W  Policy: . 83 .
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective;
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or lsisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigharn such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin forries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes:  Change Brighamfrom LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add te the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setllement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Viliage to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
buiiding will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

ST A = Ee o e T

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using & robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate 1o each setilement within the higrarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject lo a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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007 Name: Mrs  Margaret Warren . - Poliy 83 T
Support/Object: Object SoundUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:  Representor suggests that Palicy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. it can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastruciure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as schoot buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

|G tiie A e i S i T T = D i T T = e

Council's Do not accept.

Response: The spalial 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 sustainabie community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

‘It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not mest
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good intemnal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

= i T i e Ml

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settiement within the hierarchy,
selting out explicit housing numbers per seitlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Fulil
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schoal is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setflement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore #t is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the setilement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accepl.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriale to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and Include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S$3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints. '

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in<fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF, Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham couid be an LSC is unsound because the schoal is full, the bus service is intermitient throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.
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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement,

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or ieisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.
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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham shouid not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to suppont, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

e L i A M- ™

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainabie settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Aliocations will be subject fo a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-far-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the abifity of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Pian (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Summary:  Representor suggésts that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Full itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot

Response:  justifiably move from Infiil Village to Local Service Cenire when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not mest
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent pianning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Changes :  Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amiend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the setilement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore It is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

Change : No

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the inill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. it should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and setllement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This pracess, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.

Page 158 of 367




D: 1817 1 * Company/Organisation: o B LN Dpcumeflt: PP

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Fult
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-paints in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

e =

Do not accept.
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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a susteinable settlement.

Alterdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlfement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of ihe settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with devefopment like Dearham for exampte, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The deflnition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops’ and refer to

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as & Local Service Centre closely fallows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the tast Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in<fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

e =

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the setflement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham stch as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designhation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
L ocal Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject ta a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermitient throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to

having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept. }

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable setllement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Ptan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to suppart the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action reguired.
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Support/Object: Object SoundfUnsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: - No
Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given

Full
Response:

Changes :

declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the |ast Pian. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is fimited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin forries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the namow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark confrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
0181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word ‘shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Pian Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shertly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning appiications far Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing chiidren out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale_ It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, inciude the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :

Action:

R A el T

Do not accept.

The spalial 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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settiement.

Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2) - will determine the level of growlh appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settlement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham shoutd not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand ang up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastruclure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition shouid, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

s ——

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial strategy and settlement hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodology which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which coniribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subseguent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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 Name: Ms . Barbara’ Buron . © Policy: 83 "o

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham shouid not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
Justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. i should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

The spatial sirategy 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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methedology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2} - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each setflement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individua! developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Summary:  Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given

Full
Response:

Changes :

declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuet, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It shou!d be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travet through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word *shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s
Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settiement.

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. Given the level of recent housing appravals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be In the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

it is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2612/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schoots. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the viltage to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services 1o support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely foliows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settiement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setling out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settiements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne  Consistent: No

Summary:

Fuli

Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. it should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent ptanning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’'s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shorlly.

No
No action required.

Page 170 of 367




Rep ID: 1934 - 140 compahyforanlgaﬂdn: . " Document: LP .

i Name: Mrs . Florence = Sanderson ' - - . - Poticy: .83

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 53 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the infill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition, Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. lt should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer, LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methadology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which confribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This pracess, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No-

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigharn should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. it cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out {o other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermitient throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sor of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from L.8C on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Pericd. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Name: Mr 5 Charies Wiim;:k ,.-_:4. ?0“.@: 83 :

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs elc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add 1o the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :

Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to & separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Rep ID: 196 e CompanyIOrganisation. e : .. ' _' i Document. P

' ;‘jv'r Name Mr - Anthony Ahaker -~ "?__ e P°[’°y' 33 .

Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound PosmvelyPrepared Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full

Response:

Changes :

—

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops' and refer to
havmg a good mternal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settliements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings. )

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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_Name: Mrs Helen  Afaker . . Poliy - 183 . °

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy 83 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it doas not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the schoal is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be notad
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settiement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council’s

Response:

Change :
Action:

e = S T e T

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) - will determine the level of growth appropriate to each settlement within the hierarchy,
setting out explicit housing numbers per settiement. Given the level of recent housing approvais within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subseqguent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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‘Name: Mr Pa:ui _ Wren . | Poﬁc’_’f. 83 i

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Ne Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rurai Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement’s infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individuat developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shertly.

No
No action required.
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Rep ID: 199 i com];anylgrgéﬁiszﬁoﬁ: b . B =L ' Document: P

© v . Name: Mrs Loma .  Wren N Policy: - 83

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

It is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be roted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to fravel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word "shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

- S P e e T — .,

Do not accept.

The spatial sirategy and settlerent hierarchy has been developed using a robust methodeclogy which takes into
account local need, aspiration and core services which contribute towards a sustainable community. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly,

No
No action required.
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Name: Mr - Michael  Myers S Ellcy; 53

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

Légally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent: No

Summary:

Full
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy S3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

ltis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannct
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Centre when services have reduced (post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the last Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does not meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
(02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is limited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasons, include the word 'shops’ and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite.

Council's

Response:

Change :
Action:

Do not accept.

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. The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that It Is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to supperi the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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- Name: Mr ~ Derek - Bainbridge : = Policy: 83 .. "

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: No  Consistent: No

Summary:

Fuli
Response:

Changes :

Representor suggests that Policy $3 is unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC given
declining servvices and constraints.

Itis unsound because Brigham should not be in the category of LSC. It should be a Rural Village. It cannot
justifiably move from Infill Village to Local Service Cenire when services have reduced {post office, 3 pubs etc) from
the time of the |ast Plan. It can accept limited growth only, of the in-fill or Brownfield site types as preferred by the
NPPF. Brigham does not have the road infrastructure to cope with development like Dearham for example, and
building will not bring the same facilities as Flimby. With no fuel, medical, dental or leisure services it does ot meet
day-to-day needs as in ABC's definition. Recent planning applications for Brigham such as at Kirkcross
{02/2012/0784) rely on bussing children out to other village schools. This is unsustainable and the presumption that
Brigham could be an LSC is unsound because the school is full, the bus service is intermittent throughout the day
and not available on Sundays and the shop is fimited in size, unlikely to expand and up-for-sale. It should be noted
that large vehicles such as school buses, bin lorries and the emergency service vehicles sometimes have to mount
pavements in the narrow, traffic pinch-points in the village to travel through. This Cumbrian Rural Village
characteristic is in stark contrast to the sort of infrastructure associated with other LSCs.

Change Brigham from LSC on page 25 to Limited Growth Village on p26. Amend Figure 6. Make the definition on
p181 clearer. LSCs may have a school, shop and a bus service but you should add to the definition consideration
must be given to the ability of those services to support, and the settlement's infrastructure to cope with, any
increased development. The definition should, for sustainability reasens, include the word 'shops' and refer to
having a good internal road infrastructure as a prerequisite. ’

Council's
Response:

Change :
Action;

Do not accept.

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, The
designation of Brigham as a Local Service Centre closely follows this methodology and therefore it is considered
that it is a sustainable settlement.

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. Given the level of recent housing approvals within designated
Local Service Centre tier which contribute to this target, it is considered that the scope for substantial further growth
in these settlements is limited within the Plan Period. This process, combined with subsequent planning
applications, will ensure that individual developments are of a scale and design which do not detract from the
character of the settlement and include sufficient infrastructure to support the any increase in dwellings.

Site Allocations will be subject to a separate consultation and examination process which will commence shortly.

No
No action required.
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Name: Mr . Chris Hoban : PD’“’V’ — 83 ]
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary: The proposed level of growth in Policy S3 (304 dwellings per annum} would appear to be an appropriate figure to

support growth within Allerdale.

Full The proposed level of growth in Policy $3 (304 dwellings per annum) would appear to be an appropriate figure to
Response: support growth within Allerdale. This is because: It supports and complements the growth figure in the Copeland
Care Strategy (230-300 per annum), and will enable the likely future demand for housing across west Cumbria (that

is projected to support the Economic Blueprint) to be met in a flexible and sustainable manner by both local

authorities It is greater than was originally ocutlined in the Regional Spatial Strategy, making it challenging, but

potentially deliverable based upon historic build rates

Proposing significantly higher build rates could adversely affect sustainable development in west Cumbria and could
also result in Allerdale consistently failing to achieve its housing target. It should also be remembered that any target
set is not a maximum and there may be occasions when the target is exceeded. The settlement hierarchy outlined
will enable the best use of existing infrastructure (and aid future planning of infrastructure) by focussing the majority
development within the main towns (and villages) that provide the best range of services. The scale of development

attributed to each settlement also appears appropriate to support sustainable development and regeneration

aspirations, and is complementary to that in the Copeland Core Strategy where a similar approach has been taken
forward. Anything other than minor revisions to this could result in a skewing of development to less sustainable

areas. The proposed distribution of development in Policy S3 will also help support the preference given to
brownfield sites, as well as other development principles outlined in Policy S5.

Changes :

Council's Comments noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No further action required.
[Rep 1D: eyt Companlergéi_l'i'sptién:' " Fniends oi‘ thelake Distnt ~ °  Document: LP =
A T  Name: Dr K " Wishaw . - Policy: 84
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Pc;sitively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Friends of the Lake District supports Policy S4.

Futl Friends of the Lake District supports Policy S4 as it provides strong guiding principles for good development design
Response: including safeguarding the landscape and the natural environment. It provides Allerdale Borough Council with the

means to refuse development which offers a poor standard of design.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

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

Summary:  We support that this policy will provides an overarching framework for the design of all development and is to be
used in conjunction with all other policies in the local plan.

Full We welcome the proposals outlined in this section particularly:- The requirement that all development proposals

Response:  should be of the highest standard of design and contribute positively to the site and the surroundings in terms of
visual amenity.- That they are of an appropriate scale and appearance.- Respond positively to the character,history
and distinctiveness of allocation and integrate well with existing development.- Improve the public realm and green
spaces.- Enhance, protect and integrate effectively with the historic environment. We support that this policy will
provides an overarching framework for the design of ail deveiopment and is fo be used in confunction with all cther
policies in the local plan.

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.

Reh_in a7y 26 : Cbmpanyiofgénfsation: English Heritage - Dlocumeht: 1P 5 '

) Name: Ms E, | Hyean' o . (. Pelieyl 84
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We support the recognition that all development must contribute positively to the local character, history and identity
of an area and the surroundings.

Full We support the recognition that all development must contribute posttively to the local character, history and identity
Response:  of an area and the surroundings.

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further action required.
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7 - Name: Ms E- - Hycan =~ . Pofiey  S4. o
Support/Chject: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Subject to the textual change, which would assist users of the Plan in dealing with development in the historic
environment, we support reference to good practice guidance.The Plan should refer to English Heritage
Guidance.These documents do not appear

Full ~ Subject to the textual change, which would assist users of the Plan in dealing with development in the historic
Response:  environment, we support reference to good practice guidance.The Plan should refer to English Heritage
Guidance.These documents do not appear in the evidence base.

Changes :  Insertion of the English Heritage publication
Building in Context and Constructive Conservation: Sustainable Growth for Historic Places.

Council's  Changes accepted.

Response:

Change:  Accepted

Actfon: Changes reflected in the Plan.

RepD: ~* 38/ 10 . Company/Organisation: . Crosscanonby Parish Council ~* . * Document: [P ...
(e ) = "0 0 Name: Mrs C . Freelnd . o Pollen 847
-SupporuObject: | Object . SonldeUnsound: Sound Posifively Prepared: | Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Queries compliance of specific criteria against specific development site

Full Page 31 - S4. "Safeguard environmental quality and the amenities of both proposed and existing property”.
Response:  Development of land near Birkby Lodge would environmentally challenge Birkby Lodge and adjoining agricultural
land due to drainage problems and would also conflict with SO1g.

Changes :

Council's  Concerns noted. Do not consider that this response relates to the soundness of the policy or the Plan. Site specific

Response: jssues will be 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. However these comments will be fed into the ongeing work for
the Allerdale Local Plan {Part 2): Site Allocations.

Change : No

Action: No action required.
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Name: Mr ~ Michael Bamy . - = Poliey 'S4 . -
Support/Object: Support SoundfUnsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Considers this policy combined with DM12 adequately addresses each of the key design principles contained in the
Developmaent Principles of the Cumbria Sub Regional Strategy

Full The Development Principles of the Cumbria Sub-Regional Spatial Strategy sets out that development should bring

Response:  high standards of design and construction methods that adopt the principles of energy efficiency and waste
minimisation and management, encourage low carbon energy production, iminimise vulnerability to future effects of
climate change. It also requires that the siting, scale and use of materials in development should enhance
townscape/landscapes and promote safe and secure environments that designs out crime and make proper
provision for people with restricted mobility.21. It is considered that the proposed Allerdale Local Plan policy
combined with Policy DM12 Sustainable Construction adequately addresses each of the key design principles
contained with the Development Principles of the Cumbria Sub-Regional Spatial Strategy. It is therefore supported.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
RepID: ' 12 I 2 CompanyIOrganisatign:".;_ - I it Qqc_qmergi:' LP .
SupportiObject: Subpon | SoundIUnso.und: Sﬁund Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes
Summary:  Respondent supports Policy $5.

Full M is reassuring to note that any proposed development ‘will be expected to be commensurate to the size of the

Response:  settlement’ and also that ‘preference will be given to the development of previously used land and buildings..." This
is especially appropriate in areas where high quality landscapes are a prominent feature and tourism is a significant
contributor to the local economy. This is a sound policy which, if used effectively, should prevent unnecessary and
uncontrolled encroachment into unspoiled rural areas.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.
Response:

Change : N/A

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

Summary:  The policy is unsound because it is ineffective as it delegates important decisions on the location of development to
a later document. The policy is also inconsistent with national policy by requiring preference to previously developed
land.

Full Palicy S5: Development Principles requires new development to be concentrated within the physical limits of

Response:  setilements as identified within the Local Plan settiement hierarchy. Paragraph 79 of the Local Plan indicates that
the Site Allocations DPD will review and revise settlement boundaries as appropriate so that the level of growth
identified in the plan can be accommodated. The Local Plan (Part 1) is clear that the settlement boundaries will
need to be revised to accommodate the housing requirement but does not provide any real guidance upon location
or a methodology for undertaking the revisions. The HBF are concerned that this important matter is being
delegating to another document at some unspecified point in time. If the delivery of the housing targets requires
amendments to the settlement boundary this should be explicitly indicated within the Local Plan (Part 1). Failure to
do this is likely to perpetuate continued under-delivery on the Councils housing targets, uncertainty for the
development industry and an increase in planning appeals.
The policy also identifies a preference to the development of previously developed land. This issue is dealt with in
greater detail under policy S30 but it is worth noting at this point that such a preference is unnecessary and the
NPPF provides no justification for this. If a site is in a sustainable location for housing, or indeed other forms of
development, and is required to achieve the requirement then there is no reason to delay granting permission.

Changes: We recommend that the Council carries out its settlement boundary review prior to submission, and identifies the
revised boundaries on a map. It is also recommended the preference towards brownfield sites be removed.

Council's  Comments noted. As suggested the Site Allocations DPD will review and revise seftlement boundaries. The

Response: consultation for the methodology for the site allocations commenced in September 2013, and will be progressed
over the coming year. The Councit will continue working with developers to deliver appropriate housing sites as they
arise.

Policy related to development of previously developed land has been clarified in this policy and throughout the Plan.

Change:  parially accepted.
Action: Policy regarding PDL has been revised.

Riep'lD_'-' B 37 [ 28 " Companlergamsatlon' : Enghsh Herltage e Document. LP PO O R
. = . . = 1 Pohcy : pé

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  In identifying locations for new development, we support the first priority being given to those sites,which have been
previously used We welcome the intreduction of criteria to be used in determining new proposals.To ensure
consistency reference should be made to some of the keywords, references used in sectin 54.

Full In identifying locations for new development, we support the first pricrity being given to those sites, which have been
Response:  previously used. We welcome the intraduction of criteria to be used in determining new proposals.To ensure
consistency reference should be made to some of the keywords, references used in section S4.

Changes :

Council's  Noted.
Response:

Change : No

Action: No change required.
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Company!Organisation: . Cumbria'ébﬁhty Council . ‘Document: [P .

Legally Compliant:

_ Name: Mr ' Michael . Barry o -, Policy: 85"
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Justified: Consistent:

STES S

Summary:  Whilst considering this policy appropriate, there are concerns that the reference 'undue strain' with respect to
infrastructure is not easily defined. Revision to wording suggested.
Full Policy 85 concerns the key sustainable development principles that new development should adhere too.
Response:  Consistent with the principles of sustainability, it rightly establishes that the scale of development within settlements
should be commensurate with its size and can be accommeodated by sufficient infrastructure.23. Nonetheless,
reference to ‘undue strain’ with respect to infrastructure is not easily defined and it is suggested that a revised form
of words would be more appropriate. 24. To further enhance this palicy it is suggested that there should be
acknowledgement that development should also adhere with the other Policy contained within the Local Plan.
Changes:  With respect to criteria c) of Policy S5 it is suggested that it could be rewritten to state:
The capacity of local infrastructure andfor environmental assets would not be exceeded by the proposed
development
At the beginning of the second paragraph state after provided that:
The proposed development is in conformity with all Policy set out within the Local Plan and:
Council's  Accept suggestions for changes to policy wording.
Response:
Change : Yes
Action: Amend policy to incorporate word changes as suggested.
58] 5. .- Company/Organisation: . Siory Homes = - : & _‘ ' ; Document:  LP o R

Rep ID: -

Policy: - S5

‘B o > Namé: el : ; hs
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Considers the policy to be unsound as it does not address settlement boundaries within the Plan but defers the
review of these to Local Plan (Part 2)
Full NPPF requires authorities to allocate sites to promote development and address spatial implications within the plan.
Response:  The evidence base is clear that settlement boundary review will be required in addition to release of greenfield sites
to meet the plan aspirations. The acknowledgement of this in the plan and evidence is based upon a lower housing
requirement than we consider essential for delivery. To delay consideration of such important matters to a later
document does not provide sound justification and evidence that the plan is deliverable. There is also a fundamental
objection to the inclusion of a brownfield site priority approach which does not accord with national policy
Changes :
Council's  Settlement boundaries will be censidered in the site allocations process. The Plan will be updated to provide a clear
Response:  strategy for greenfieid allocation reflecting the evidence base.
Change:  paially Accepted
Action: Policies have been revised to give a clear strategy for future allocation of greenfield land. Additionally the strategy

regarding PDL has also been clarified.
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RepiD: 64/ 1. CompanylOrganisation:, United Utites ~ = Document: | 1P oo

i g _ Name: Ms. Jenny -+ Hope _Poliey: .. 85 .
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Support policy

Full United Utilities supports the principles of this Policy, particularly bullet point {c): The development will not put undue

Response:  strain on existing local infrastructure or environmental assets.In terms of both fresh water supply and wastewater
treatment some potential network constraints have been identified but continued close working between United
Utilities and the Council should mean that these can be tackled and any future issues identified at an early stage
and most appropriately addressed through the detailed design and phased delivery of development to ensure a co-
ordinated approach with the delivery of infrastructure. As part of any application for planning permission, it will be
necessary for the applicant to consider the impact of the proposal on wastewater infrastructure. Consideration of the
location of the point of connection to wastewater infrastructure for new development and attenuation can also help
to minimise fiood risk and impact on watercourses.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:

Change : N/A

Action: No action required.
Rep Il?: 184 _:':.- 1 ‘Co_mpanyIOrganiSation: - The Ramblers =~ o . Doé‘u_ment:": L
e = Name: Mr I : s Brodio Policy:»i“.'lsﬁl
Support/Object: Obj.ect | Sound/Unsound: Unsound 'Fositively Prepared: | .Effective:

l.egally 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 Engllish 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." Itis 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 deveiopment and, where suitable opportunities arise, as with the redevelopment of the Workington
Ironworks site, to seek to enhance the route through planning gain".

TR T = - =

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

Response:
Change:  parial
Action: Correct the title of the England Coastal Route throughaut the plan.

Page 186 of 367
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R

iy S Name: Mr  C“ . Bagshaw S -r Policy: 1 .86
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: No  Effective: No
Legally Compliant: Justified: No Consistent:

Summary:  Workington Town Council considers the Area based strategic policy for Workington to be lacking sufficient
acknowledgement of the town's potential for developing the tourist/visitor economy

Full Workington Town Council considers the Area based strategic policy for Workington to be lacking sufficient
Response:  acknowledgement of the town's potential for developing the touristivisitor economy

Changes:  Promote Workington as a tourism destination and encourage the development of strategic visitor attractions such as

Workington Hall and Park, the Helena Thompson Museum, the town's conservation areas, retail infrastructure and
seashore

Council's Do not accept. Workington's role as the principal residential, commercial, educational, leisure and cultural centre is
Response:  highlighted throughout the Plan and spatial strategy.

Change : No

Action: No action required.

RepiD: . 46/ 4. . CompanylOrganisation: Natural England == = o' Document: LP . .

0. Name: Mr Janet. - Baguley e o Poliey 86
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  References should be corrected to the England Coast Path in the area based policy

Full While we do not consider the area policies (S6) to be unsound, we have suggested changes below that would

Response:  improve the DPD, and which we ask the local planning authority to take into account. These comments relate to a
bullet point under the ‘natural environment’ heading of the area based policies: The following, incorrect, wording
appears in S6a Workington, S6b Maryport, $6d Wigton and S6e Silloth: Support the development of the Cumbrian
Coastal Access project which seeks to establish an unbroken public right of way along the coast of Britain

Changes:  The text should read: 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.This
text should also be included in S6f Aspatria. It would also be useful to add: The council will seek to protect and
enhance the England Coast Path from inappropriate development and where suitable opportunities arise seek 1o
enhance the route.

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

Change : Yos

Action: Correct title as suggested.
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Name: Mr . Michael - Bamy - . Poliey: . 8677
SupportiObject: Support Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  This policy is welcomed as it is considered is properly reflects key issues - however it would benefit from great
weight to the areas refationships with the LDNP

Full Policy S6 provides a locality based interpretation of the key principles of the Local Plan. 28. The Cumbria Sub-

Response: Regional Spatial Strategy (SRSpS) emphasises the interrelationships between settlements and localities. These
principles are reflected within the settlement hierarchy and the principles of development set out within this
document.29. Within the SRSpS the complementary nature of Workington and Whitehaven (along with Cleator
Moor and Maryport) and the need for development and regeneration of these towns should take place in a
complementary way,building on their strengths and exploiting their assets is highlighted.30. Policy S6 of the Local
Plan places focus upon the topics of Housing, Economy, Sustainable Communities and Infrastructure, Built and
Histaric Environment and the Natural Environment within each locality. It also highlights the relationships and issues
affecting key towns, and their surrounding localities. 31. Assessment of the characteristics of the Cockermouth Sub-
Area, would benefit from giving greater weight to this areas relationship with the Lake District National Park and the
pressures this can place upon the Local Housing Market - given the potential for the need for overflowhousing from
the Park area. 32. The content of these policies predominately reflect earlier County Council advice and it is
considered to properly reflect key issues. On this basis the proposed policy is welcomed.

Changes :

Council's  Support noted.

Response:
Change : N/A
Action: No action required.

= ’Dgcﬁrrient: LP

RepID: - 331 5 - Com-pényIQrganiséii'oh:': ,-Siégecoééh Nerth West e

| R ot Ll SN _“win’lel"ﬂf-rf',. : Policy: S6a
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  S$6a - Suggest more emphasis should be given to impraving bus services within Workingten town centre.

Full S6a Sustainable communities and Infrastructure.
Response:  The rail station requires a bus shuttle to connect passengers with the retail centre and bus station. The rail station is
too far from the retall centre of Workington to be attractive to commuters.

Growing rail passengers from places served by commercial bus services puts sustainable bus routes at risk. In
many cases meaning bus routes which serve communities that the train cannot serve, are then put at risk. State and
local government funding should not be used as a state subsidy to undermine a commercial bus service. There is
no mention of improvements to bus infrastructure in Workington town centre for passengers. Yet many more people
use the bus in Workington and West Cumbria than the train,

More people travel to work by bus than all other forms of public transport combined.

Nationally people use the bus to make shopping and leisure trips to a value of £27.2bn p.a of which £21.5bn is
spent in the town or city centre.

Over half of all 16-19 year olds are regular bus users

30% of those who are dependent on bus services fo access their education and training live in areas in the top 10%
of most deprived areas in Great Britain.

A quarter of bus commuters have turned down a job because of frequency or availability of bus service at some
point in time

The bus has many advantages over other modes; flexibility, cost, ease of access, lower commercial rigk. It requires
support to aid commercial sustainability.

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

Council's  Accept that bus links beiween Workington town centre, the train station and the wider area are important
Response:  sustainability factors for the town centre and the locality.

Change:  partial
Action: Amend policy to promote improved bus links between Workington train stafion and town centre.
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i 'MName: Ms . E ' Hycan .  Polloy . SBa .

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 development. This section fails to give a
general portrait of the built heritage of Workington, the contribution that it makes to the character of the area, to the
quality of life of its communities and ta the economic well-being of the area.
Page 38 of the Plan has a specific section on the built and historic environment but the area description does not
state that there is any. There needs to be some consistency. The Plan should make specific references to the
historic environment in the locality section and not just the built and historic environment section (Page 38).

Changes :  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Workingten and an assessment
be made of its character and thecontribution 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: | 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/ " 30

. CompanylOrganisation:  English Héritagé Lt d . Documents LP . o

- Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legatly Compliant: Justiﬁed: Consistent:
Summary:  The map does not iliustrate 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 action required.
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RepID: © 37/ ~ 31 . CompanylOrganisation: . EnglishHeritage = -.. .+ Document: LP = “:

_ Name: Ms REC ‘Hrycan .. . Policy, =, Sﬁa '
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Whilst we support reference to specific aspects of the historic environment. There is no mention of these in the area
description (Page 35), (they obviously must be of some importance to be highlighted).

Full Whiist we support reference to specific aspects of the historic environment. There is no mention of these in the area
Response:  description (Page 35), (they obviously must be of some impertance to be highlighted).

Changes :  Specific references to the historic environment need to be assessed within paragraphs 93 to 98.

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:  pagjally accept.
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
Document: .LP, "

Rep ID: 377 32 i Eompanylorgéhisaﬁqn: | -Engﬁsh Heritage =~ i

N _:f"f"“Naine':‘ Ms E 7 Hrycan B~ % ‘—' Policy: : Sﬁa £

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the proposal to protect Grade | listed Workington Hall, which is currently on the Heritage at Risk
Register.

Full We welcome the proposal to protect Grade | listed Workington Hall, which is currently on the Heritage at Risk
Response:  Register.

Changes :

Council's Noted.
Response:

Change : N/a

Action: No further changes required.
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' Nama: g %9 Sl 0 Policy:  ~ S6a -
Support/Object: Cbject Sound/Unsound: Unsound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent: No

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

Full It is noted that the local plan progresses area based locaiities which take forward the approach from the Cumbria

Response!  Sustainable Communities Strategy. These locality areas do not align themselves with the Strategic Housing Market
Assessment areas. The NPPF advises that authorities should meet the full objectively assessed needs for market
and affordable housing in the housing market area. There does not, however appear to be consistent linkage
between the SHMA Assessments undertaken, the level of housing need identitied both in terms of market and
affordable or the approach to locality area based policies within the plan. Other specific elements are set out below:
Workington Area Housing

-No demonstration or justification for 35% of overall housing growth to Workington and how this aligns itself with
overall housing and affordable requirements;

-The average of 106 homes per year proposed is insufficient to meet the evidenced housing needs of both market
and affordable provision;

-The expectation of 20% affordable housing on site subject to viability is not supported by the Council’s own Viability
Assessment. It is acknowledged that improvements over the plan period to market conditions may improve the
viability of delivery however that is not the current position. Given that the housing requirement level is in question,
and that an increase in market housing may enable the percentage requirement to be lowered site by site this
element needs to be re-assessed. At present it renders the plan undeliverable. The evidence base identifies
Workington as being an area of housing renewal requirement. The imposition of 20% affordable housing policy will
seek to stymie development contrary 1o paragraph 173 of the NPPF relating to ensuring viability and deliverability.

Economy - The ability to meet the plans employment needs in the Workington locality is supparted, however the
review process of allocations should be undertaken in tandem with development of this 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 settlement within the hierarchy,
setling 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 $8 has been designed to ensure that where viability is a constraint there is flexibility to negotiate an
appropriate solution.
An update has been made ta 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: 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 suggestion.

Response:

Change : Yes

Action:

Amend palicy to include suggested word changes.

Page 192 of 367



ep‘ID:

7/ . 5 CompanylOrganisation: " NetworkRall - © %o Document: 4P

0 Name:Ms D' . Clak o oo Peey’ S

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

Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary;

Fuli
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:Maryport Area Policy. Sustainable Communities and Infrastructure

Work with partners to support the improvement and integration of bus and rail services through the development of
a Maryport transport hub;

Support improvements to the West Cumbria Coastal Railway service;
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 ievel 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 signs
By any developments for schools, colieges 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. |n 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 leve! 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 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 Critetia 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
(Alterdale Locai 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 :
Action:

Partially accept
Policy S22 has been revised to address the concerns raised in the representation.

ep ID: - 18{ Sidy k.CdmbanyJ'Organisati'c}n:: The Ramblers - - . : Document: . LP

Support/Object:  Object Soundf/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 incomrect 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:  partial

Action: Correct the fitle of the England Coastal Route throughout the plan.
Rep ID 37:, i 33 Corﬁpanylbrgar_ﬁsétion_:‘ Eng!lsh Heritage .. ° ':{‘ g - Déqument: "-.LPi B
;[ an T Ms:';r E L .Hf;can ) :  eal "lrpj“".icy? o R
Support/Object: SoundIUnsouna: - Pos;.itively F;reﬁared: 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 development. This section fails to give a
general portrait of the built heritage of Maryport, 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 a Roman
fort and maritime history but no consideration of the histeric environment. The area also has the WHS, {where
reference has been made in the specific buill and historic environment policies page 41) but no mention in the
description {(page 39) 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 1o include a description of the historic environment in Maryport and an assessment be
made of its characler and the contribution it makes to the area.39 Map Unsound The map does not illustrate the
historic environment.

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

Agtion: No further change required.
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Rep ID: .~ 37/ ;’__i"34'- CbﬁimnyIOrg_al{isaﬁon: English Heritage - S in:umént: TR

Name: Ms E . Hrycan . . . Policy - S6b
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 focality area diagram provides a broad/indicative averview 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: T 35 f'c:‘:i_-‘npahnyrga_‘r‘ii‘sa‘tipn: English I_-jleritagé' "

. Name MS E :_L g Hrycan B 39 31'..Polit:_y:_ ‘," i " SBb
Support/Object: Sound/Unsound: Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legalfy Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  We welcome the promotion of Roman Maryport in your tourism objectives but what about the WHS? This should be
particularly emphasised.

Full We welcome the promotion of Roman Maryport in your tourism objectives but what about the WHS? This should be
Response:  particularly emphasised.

Changes :  Include reference to the WHS in your tourism objectives.

Council's  Accepted.

Response:

Change : Accepted

Action: The omission has been corrected.
Rep II?:'- e 371 36 j_"_'.Cfénipany.'fOrgat‘iisatiét_l:‘ Eﬂgilsh Héritagé ; ‘I.;)_d‘ciu.m:enrt: : LP
S Name: Ms E . Hycan. . Poliyi -Seb .
Support/Object: - Sound/Unsound: - Pos-itively Prepared: .. Eﬂedive: V
Legally Compliant: Justified: Consistent:

Summary:  Page 42 of the Plan in the section on the natural environment refers to protecting the historical park of Netherhall
(which is supported) but this is the first time that it is mentioned in the local plan. Again, this should be highlighted in
the area description of Maryport (Page 39).

Full Page 42 of the Plan in the section on the natural environment refers to protecting the historical park of Netherhall
Response:  (which is supported) but this is the first time that it is mentioned in the local plan. Again, this should be highlighted in
the area description of Maryport (Page 39).

Changes :  Specific references to the historic environment need to be assessed within paragraphs 99 to 103.

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.
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epiD: ' 38/ < 11 CompanylOrganisation: Crosscanonby Parish Council  * Document: 1P °

Name: Mrs C & N Freeland ;- . -~ Policy: : : S6b
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Queries exclusion of Birkby and Crosscanonby as settlements in the hierarchy
Full Page 39, Para 99. As Birkby and Crosscanonby are apparently not recognised as settlements is the implication that
Response:  they are part of Crosby. If so, Is 'limited growth# outside what this Council understands to be be the village line?
Changes :
Council's  Birkby and Cresscanonby have not been included within the settlement hierarchy due to their limited size/services
Response:  and will therefore be classed as 'open countryside’ where development will be restricted other than in exceptional
circumstances (set out in the Policy).
Change : No
Action: No action required.
Rep l_i): 38) . 12 i co_mpany?OrQShisation: : Crosscanonby Paﬁfsh’- Counct - Doéumént: . P i
. Lo T Name: Mrs - G ‘. Freeland . ~ Poliey  S6b
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Queries definition of small in relation to growth targets
Full Page 40 - Maryport Area Policy "Crosby will see small scale growth” - again please guantify "small”
Response:
Changes :
Council's  The Allerdale Local Plan (Part 2) Site Allocations will define the level of growth expected at this level of the
Response: settlement hierarchy by revising settlement boundaries to permit levels of growth that are both appropriate and
sustaianable. This exercise will take into account various factors such as context, character, constraints and level of
affordable need. Part 1 of the Plan provides the policy context for this process. Part 2 and the settlement boundary
review will be subject to full public consultation.
Change : No
Action:

Noe action required.
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Rep !D_,i 38713 Coméahvmrganisalioﬁ: Crosscaﬁonby Péyriisﬁ Counil o Dc_cuineht: AP

b LN

 Name: Mrs C . -7 Fregland = . .. . Pelicy: 5. 8Bb e e
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound; Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Suggests contradiction between protecting AONB and promoting AONB for visitors in later policies
Full Page 41 "Relieve visitor pressure on AONB contradicts Page 132, Para 310 where visiting AONB is to be promoted.
Response:
Changes :
Council's  The Council's strategy is to promote the AONB as a visitor destination whilst ensuring that inappropriate / harmful
Response:  development is prevented. As part of this strategy, the Council wil| particularly encourage visitor developments in
areas which are accessible to/from the AONB but are less environmentally sensitive. The objective of this approach
is to divert and relieve visitor-related pressure on the more sensitive locations within the AONB.
Change : No
Action:

No action required.

38/ 14 Cprﬁpaﬂvf_Oréa.ﬂ_isaﬁon:.f_: Cmsscénbriby Parish Council -

Dp_cumenﬁ iP. I

58 .3.":.-Naf'_"é= Mrs J. C . 'Fréelaf_'d ; _‘ : “ P‘,"‘!i._,cy:. Sﬁb :
Support/Object: Object Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Effective:
Legally Compliant: Yes Justified: Consistent:
Summary:  Questions whether this policy will prevent wind turbine development within the AONB
Full Page 42, Natural Environment "Continue to safeguard Solway Coast AONB from harmful development" - Again,
Response:  does this include Wind Turbines?
Changes :
Council's  This section refers to all development which is inappropriate or harmful to the AONB, not one specific type of
Respense!  development. It is important to not that the Plan should be read as a ‘whole’ and issues and protections relating
specifically to wind farm developments are dealt with in Policy $19 (Renewable Energy and Low Carbon
Technologies).
Change : No
Action:

No actien required.
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7 CompanylOrganisation: - StoryHomes .~ - . . ° ' Document P

Rep ID: i

7 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 No justification/evidence base relating to 12°k overall housing growth figure for Maryport on an average of 37 homes

Response: per year; Housing Growth Topic Paper Evidence Base indicates a significantly higher annual requirement to reflect
employment or nuclear build baseline of 96 or 99 units per annum in the first 5 years; Reliance of 20% of affordable
housing in Maryport subject to viability is fundamentally flawed and not supported by the Council’s Viability
Assessment.

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 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.

 64] . Document: . LP ¢

3 ‘Compa'nyI_Orgén:_i‘;“a.tibn:i-' Un:fe& Utﬂi_t:les..

90 od

oo 7 = Name: Ms : Jenny 7 Policy: %, S8b - -
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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ep 10: B 1 Comnﬂ_ﬂvfdrga_nisatioh: Friends of Rural Curhbri_é's Envir - Dbcu!herii: LP

Name: Mis S Hemsley-Rose . Poficy: . S6c . -
Support/Object: Support Sound/Unsound: Sound Positively Prepared: Yes Effective: Yes
Legally Compliant:  Yes Justified: Yes Consistent: Yes

Summary:  Support the text regarding ensuring development has regard to landscape character and the setting of the national
park. Suggest some changes.

Full Our members note the resolution to have regard for the local landscape character and ‘the setting of the Lake
Response:  District National Park.’ The recently constructed wind farm at Tallentire is an important consideration in this regard.

Changes :© Changes Suggested
The following statement of purpose on page 45 requires some clarification:
‘Address lack of available employment sites and increase the range on offer to meet both ongoing local heeds and
those of the nuclear and energy supply sectors.’
‘Nuclear’ is part of the ‘energy sector’ and an explanation as to which other forms of energy the Council and its
‘pariners’ are referring is lacking from this paragraph.

Council's  These policies provide summaries of the important issues and opportunities that will be addressed for each locality

Response: and are not intended to provide specific details relating to each topic. It is important that the Plan is read as a
‘whole' and further information relating to the Counci's energy supply aspirations can be found in Policy $19
(Renewable Energy and Low Carbon Technologies).

Change : No

Action: No changes required.
RepID: ' 37/ - 37 Qombany[ﬂrganiéﬁtioﬁ: - English Hé}|gage ~ % %7 Dogument: : P Nl
Ll e S L emer Me B boyoany . Poller s Sgo it
SupportIObje;:t: | SoundlUn#ound: — Positively Prepérea: | 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 development. This section fails to give a
general portrait of the built heritage of Cockermouth, 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 a
conservation area and listed buildings but no consideration of specific aspects of the historic environment.

Page 46 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 ime that this is mentioned in
this section on Cockermouth and should be highlighted 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. For example, Cockermouth Castle, which is on the Heritage at Risk Register.

Changes:  The Plan should be expanded to include a description of the historic environment in Cockermouth 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:  partially accepted
Action: A summary of the historic environment has been added.
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