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» . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft: Gypsy and Besp. No. ccenicmsnanns
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date RBC. covreceeieeireiieieenens

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7JG

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTNS -

dieyq

Hioeo?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

v’

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes

e

No

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No r/"’

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as

appropriate)

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: h Date: =7 f '-{-’ A |

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatIDn Draft: Gypsy and Resp. No. e
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.ul/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council's privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph 3’ :'J'-..! Policy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

Hioro?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No "

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes \_/" No

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation

legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You

should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate Ve No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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Signature: o Date: a1/ W l “up

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
sy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
rivacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph C, d Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTWS
p .
Hiofu1

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No 1_,---""

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes w MNo

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting

information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues

he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate l/", No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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- 2.7, (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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Signature: (] Date: 277 [ H f A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than

4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Publication Draft: Gypsy and ::;m' ________________________
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. oo

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council's website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HIPU Site Ref. GTWS

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

=

Yes No +

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No (_/

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes No l./’

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to maoke submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate \./ Mo, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s) _

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: ‘ Date: A7 I ' / A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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PUbllcatlon Draft: Gypsv and Resp.No. ..o,
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. e
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
httgs:{gww,cnge!and.gw,uk,{cnntent;’gvnsv-and-traueller-sfte—aiIocatfun—cnnsultatinn. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council's final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
httgs:{,{www.cogeland.gov.uk,rjsites,-jdefault!ﬁtes{attachments;"privacv noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3 May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: |GCEITE|ar'|CL‘.IHSultatiﬂﬂ@l:ﬂpela-nd.i{uv._u_lg
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Paolicy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object !-/f

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No f

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No o

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes | Mo -

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

Plaace See Mfacbma/ fypb’f( clocumank -

{Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
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. 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS is legally compliant or sound or meets the duty
to co-operate because | believe the process in which the sites have been selected and deemed
as potential opportunities for the settlement is both biased and corrupt. | do not believe that all of
the land available to be used in Copeland has been considered and instead, (i) whose family
require the setflement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained from Alan directly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS and in response, Copeland Borough Council have found
some areas of land to put forward as proposals, most if not all of which do not meet the
requirements of the settlement site, in order that the site which would indisputably be approved
would be GTW5 . There were 11 proposed sites, 4 were immediately discounted as too small
for the required pitches and 5 due to landscape/character and bio-diversity reasons. | believe the
inadequate site suggestions were put forward to ensure the selection of GTWS as the preferred
site.

GTWS5 is included on the Open Space Assessment as protected open space (semi/natural green
space), surely this means there is a more suitable alternative in order to protect this space. In
the local plan it is evident there is a substantial amount of land allocated for housing, opportunity
sites and employment sites, as well as other larger areas of green space including 299 pieces
mentioned in the Open Space Assessment 2020. | would argue that these may form more
adequate settings for the settlement, based on financial, implications, highways concems (raised
in another objection), drainage concerns (raised in another objection) and a query over the land
being contaminated, not to mention the fact the land is supposed to be a protected green space.

| have spoken wit and will be requesting specifically which areas of land listed in
the Local Plan appendices are owned by Copeland Borough council, as this is not defined as
part of the plan. | understand that all land owned by CBC has been considered however, i find it
hard to believe that there was no land any further south than Egrement which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken withyjilp he has said that they would most definitely consider land South of
Egremont if it would provide a suitable settlement site.

| understand that Highways and the Lead Flood Authority have been consulted in relation to
GTWS but | query if united utilities have been consulted, this is especially important given the
concern over poor drainage in the area. If this has not been done then | believe this would not
meet the standards for duty to co-operate. | would also note that is is mentioned in the Local
plan 13.7.5 pg 143 that united utilities has been consulted in relation to the housing allocations, |
would expect the same to be done for this site or it would also not be defined as deliverable.

| mention that | believe the site selection to be biased and corrupt from the offset, as well as the
site having been selected by the family themselves as they stated at Weddicar Parish council
meeting, the way in which the sites are written up in the site assessment also lead me to believe
this. Here are some things which | believe to be discrepancies;
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. Impact on heritage assets. GW4 mentions that development in the area may
impact the Greenbank Guesthouse to the West which is a Grade |l listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS in the same section it states that there are no heritage assets in
the close proximity. This is incorrect, The Cross Guesthouse which is also a Grade |l
listed building is extremely close to the site and can be seen when standing in the
preferred eastern section. The problems mentioned previously in relation to highways
and drainage suggest that development on this site is likely to impact the guesthouse.

. GTW4 - This is the largest area suggested for the settlement site, whilst most of
it is densely wooded and this is the main reason given for its' none suitability due to the
impact on biodiversity and landscape/character. It does have sections of land which |
believe would be big enough to house the 12 pitches, yet these areas are not
mentioned. These areas are behind Derwentwater Road and Borrowdale Road. Another
issue arising from this site is the fact that on the Local Plan, this area of Greenspace
includes some green space in between the cemetery and businesses on Meadow Road
and also a very sparsely wooded area at the junction for Meadow Road and Low Road.
The impact on these areas are not likely to be the same as the densely wooded areas
referred to on the site assessment. | would guery why these potentially suitable areas
have been let off the site assessment but included on the Local Plan, if not deliberately
to make the site seem less suitable.

. GTW3 is also a wooded area as is GTW4 yet this does not seem to pose
concem and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTWA4.

® GTE 1 is a site at Egremont which has been partly discounted due to being a
flood risk. has posted on Facebook to say that Egremont has received
12million pounds to build flood defences in Egremont and the work is due to finish
imminently. Have these not work and the area should still be classed as a flood risk or
have they not be taken in to consideration for some reason?

In the assessment of site GTWS, it mentions the impact on biodiversity to be 'some individual
trees and scrub', it also mentions the most eastern part of the site to be the preferred area for
the settlement. This is actually the most likely place on the site to have an impact on biodiversity,
as well as the area which would form an entrance/exit from Homewood Road. If we are trying to
avoid the impact to biodiversity why would this particular area of the site be favoured?

The PPTS 2015

(4b) to ensure that local planning authorities, working collaboratively, develop fair and effective
strategies to meet need through the identification of land for sites.

I will be submitting a freedom of information to find out the exact process that was adopted in
order to identify the suggested 11 sites to ensure the above has been adhered to this in keeping
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with the Duty to co-operate. The quality of the suggested sites leads me to believe this might not
be the case.

PPTS 2015
Plan Making
1. Local Planning authorities should in producing their local plan;
12. a) identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to

provide 5 years’ worth of sites against their locally set targets.

They define that; to be considered deliverable, sites should be available now, offer a suitable
location for development and be achievable with a realistic prospect that development will be
delivered on the site within 5 years. Sites with planning permission should be considered
deliverable until planning permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that schemes will
not be implemented within 5 years, for example they will not be viable, there is no longer a
demand for the type of units or sites.

. | have mentioned in other objections and also above that the land on GTWS is
locally known to be a contaminated site for which permission for allotment/s has
previously been refused. For this reason | feel doubtful there is any current planning
permission on the site or that any future permission should be granted. (I will check this
by submitting a freedom of information to acquire information on previous planning
proposals and responses on this site). | have also submitted objections based not the
drainage and likely flooding that would be caused by development on this site and
questioned if United utilities have been consulted. As well as the inadequate and unsafe
road structure on the Sneckyeat Road access. For these reasons | don't believe the duty
to co-operate has been met. | do not believe GTWS5 to be a sound suggestion for the site
under the points of it being justified or effective. | don't believe other reasonable
alternatives have been considered. | also don't believe it to be a deliverable site over the
EUQQGS-tBﬁ 5 year period.

| also believe the Rural Exceptions Policy H15PU Local Plan pg 167 should be considered if it
has not been and it is reasonable in these circumstances due to the considerad cost of the
development of GTWS considering the potential drainage/highways issues and the likely cost to
fix such problems.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.

Please see aktackad fy,-ou{ cecvanank |

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be

necessary:

Signature: L

Date: L9 l*+ (3—9- )

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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7. Could you put more emphasis on your Empty Homes Policy and allow some of your housing
allocation to be used as potential sites for the settlement? This would still assist in achieving
your housing objectives but would mean there are mere adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

| would like to note that the 2014 based household projections for England suggest CBC need to
be building an average of 8.4 houses per annum. |n the last decade the lowest number of
houses built was 98 between 2020/202, this is at least 10% more than required. Whilst |
appreciate it is part of the plan to prevent further population loss in the area to increase the
housing, | would suggest that equal if not more importanca should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsyftraveller setflement site and as such we should be satisfied that that
we are far exceeding the minimum required house builds and consider some of the land from
housing allocation to be used. Alternatively, land from opportunity sites or employment sites
could also be used where appropriate.

As an example (without the requested relevant documents showing if these are all council
owned) some suggestions from the Local Plan would be;

Employment sites - EST, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWHO05, OWHO08, OM10, OCL01 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSEZ2 and HSE3 to name a few. (Taken from the
Local plan Appendices)

Give consideration to the use of the Rural exception policy due to the potential costs of the

development of GTWS and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypyftraveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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From:

Sent: 02 May 2022 10:30

To: Local Plan Consultation

Ce

Subject: Gypsy and Traveller Site Sneckyeat

CAUTION: External email, think before you click!
Please report any suspicious email to our [T Helpdesk

To whom it may concern

My family & reside ot QR

We have read all of the objection points provided to us by email from
We all agree with these points and wish to object to the Gypy/Traveller site GTWS on Sneckyeat Road in accordance
with the points made by her.

Regards

Date: 2nd May 2022

Sent from my iPad
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- @ @ —§{§COC}C——

From:

Sent: 02 May 2022 10:54
To: Local Plan Consultation
Subject: Objection

CAUTION: External email, think before you click!
Please report any suspicious email to our [T Helpdesk

! am G d | reside ot QUGG . I have read all of the

objection points provided to me by email fmm— I agree with these points and wish to object to the
Gypy/Traveller site GTWS5 on Sneckyeat Road in accordance with the points made by her.

Date 2nd May 2022

Sent from my iPad
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From: .

Sent: 02 May 2022 14:22

To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject: Fwd: FW: Objections to Gypsy Traveller site Sneckyeat Road
Attachments: Objection 1 Contamination.pdf, Objection 2 Drainage.pdf, Objection 3

Highways.pdf; Objection 4 Engagement.pdf; Objection 5 Site Selection.pdf

CAUTION: External email, think before you click!
Please report any suspicious email to our [T Helpdesk

i ol ¢ | reside at — . | have read all of the objection points

provided to me by email _fmm-‘ agree with these points and wish to object to the Gypy/Traveller site GTWS on Sneckyeat
Road in accardance with the paints made by her.

Date 2.5.2022
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D235

Copeland Local Plan
2021- 2038

Pruua} af out fﬁ_r:‘ f‘.:_herf;:.fedl fur g ﬁ{fure

» . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft: Gypsy and Besp. No. ccenicmsnanns
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date RBC. covreceeieeireiieieenens

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7JG

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTNS -

dieyq

Hioeo?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

v’

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes

e

No

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No r/"’

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as

appropriate)

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

—

NV

Yes No
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.

)’au wolke need o Mmalkce o plan e repediare. a
Conbomimakion LSsues and hawae olde cf He
remediakion measumts umplevmental pvier b Haa
(ermnacnc s nrawnhk of GU phace of dﬁu&(.uprw.;l;,.
1 donth baiaue Hhis ic acluevalde widkdain SHWS‘

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: h Date: =7 f '-{-’ A |

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Copeland | Copeland Local Plan
— 2021- 2038

Proud af our past. Emrff_fco] ﬁr ol ﬁ—:fme.

. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatIDn Draft: Gypsy and Resp. No. e
Traveller Site Consultation Rep.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. cvevrcceniescennancns

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.ul/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council's privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph 3’ :'J'-..! Policy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

Hioro?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No "

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes \_/" No

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation

legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You

should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate Ve No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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Signature: o Date: a1/ W l “up

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Copeland | Copeland Local Plan
— 2021- 2038

Prma;‘ nf e ‘,b::.ji E;’lﬁf‘ﬂ';_rf; ﬁr et ﬁim

. . For internal use:
Publication Draft: Gypsy and L
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date REC.  woovvverresssreesennsenes

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
sy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
rivacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph C, d Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTWS
p .
Hiofu1

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No 1_,---""

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes w MNo

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

| do ot beduent Elhe opbion LTS por the solblvna kb fo b

I'.jﬁm:-‘:g compuanrt 0F Sound due fo Hae risk Pu.«m" hy the

curreck skbuckure of bHee roedl. As nediolet s l“rauw(ffmj frown
TFhe Crxs lowvaovds Hwa Frnpan_a" enbranwfovk of sl and e
ndwsky Led  egsbafe , wie have a»{w‘e.mb had e nuambes of raasr masad
b Cavs exkivg oo tundosbdd eskake o fuming @ er ek of
bha hospikal car paric- Thes has bren even mane of an tssug
SiAca Has Car parke was by kS and cars Stavted padeig on tia
fead arewnd your propesed enkrance faxk on Sumiecie 2.

Even wibh e Swieepung Junckisng tha covs shudghie b gass
ue and often dwn L Laian Lac.\:::;ﬂb’f Cengiches Cowrs Luhle tag
Em&ﬁhm ol dureskion . Addd vrsaal breffie. our diuredbue
1.€ Hea ske wolld hentase He pribom, [ referince o yndr
beMfL&rL[PS 20) Methedolony 54123 b alee deer nok weluelg

a SJQ.F‘-W"LLM rode as EAY 1§ ne Conbunuaus qu.e_rv-n.k o
adoyuake cbleek Lagking:
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.

Tha duﬂ.ckm cold nat be a blnrad jimckien and wedl/
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting

information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues

he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate l/", No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

I hawe Mrw_a:d SUffered NWU NEav” Misses  wakla
clrievs Ao Cor pare and Tt dnoluster ol estede.
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& ¥
- 2.7, (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
Hcmuc-uj rﬂ enkronca | o b o) ote.

b~
and mw Panidy and ! couy Provield you wiklh vsefy “:*ﬁx'&ﬁiaa

Signature: (] Date: 277 [ H f A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than

4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Copela "Wl M| Copeland Local Plan
=2 2021- 2038

be‘ﬂm‘] af ot past. 515!-?51.5;) ﬁr dur ﬁqﬁu"ﬂ.

Publication Draft: Gypsy and ::;m' ________________________
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. oo

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council's website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HIPU Site Ref. GTWS

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

=

Yes No +

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No (_/

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes No l./’

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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-~ I (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.

The @uwm Stakes f:}m,f_ Ao Mot ficakions
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(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to maoke submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate \./ Mo, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s) _

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: ‘ Date: A7 I ' / A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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. . For internal use:
PUbllcatlon Draft: Gypsv and Resp.No. ..o,
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. e
RESpDnse Form Date Rec. oo

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
httgs:{gww,cnge!and.gw,uk,{cnntent;’gvnsv-and-traueller-sfte—aiIocatfun—cnnsultatinn. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council's final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
httgs:{,{www.cogeland.gov.uk,rjsites,-jdefault!ﬁtes{attachments;"privacv noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3 May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: |GCEITE|ar'|CL‘.IHSultatiﬂﬂ@l:ﬂpela-nd.i{uv._u_lg
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Paolicy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object !-/f

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No f

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No o

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes | Mo -

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

Plaace See Mfacbma/ fypb’f( clocumank -

{Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
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. 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS is legally compliant or sound or meets the duty
to co-operate because | believe the process in which the sites have been selected and deemed
as potential opportunities for the settlement is both biased and corrupt. | do not believe that all of
the land available to be used in Copeland has been considered and instead, (i) whose family
require the setflement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained from Alan directly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS and in response, Copeland Borough Council have found
some areas of land to put forward as proposals, most if not all of which do not meet the
requirements of the settlement site, in order that the site which would indisputably be approved
would be GTW5 . There were 11 proposed sites, 4 were immediately discounted as too small
for the required pitches and 5 due to landscape/character and bio-diversity reasons. | believe the
inadequate site suggestions were put forward to ensure the selection of GTWS as the preferred
site.

GTWS5 is included on the Open Space Assessment as protected open space (semi/natural green
space), surely this means there is a more suitable alternative in order to protect this space. In
the local plan it is evident there is a substantial amount of land allocated for housing, opportunity
sites and employment sites, as well as other larger areas of green space including 299 pieces
mentioned in the Open Space Assessment 2020. | would argue that these may form more
adequate settings for the settlement, based on financial, implications, highways concems (raised
in another objection), drainage concerns (raised in another objection) and a query over the land
being contaminated, not to mention the fact the land is supposed to be a protected green space.

| have spoken wit and will be requesting specifically which areas of land listed in
the Local Plan appendices are owned by Copeland Borough council, as this is not defined as
part of the plan. | understand that all land owned by CBC has been considered however, i find it
hard to believe that there was no land any further south than Egrement which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken withyjilp he has said that they would most definitely consider land South of
Egremont if it would provide a suitable settlement site.

| understand that Highways and the Lead Flood Authority have been consulted in relation to
GTWS but | query if united utilities have been consulted, this is especially important given the
concern over poor drainage in the area. If this has not been done then | believe this would not
meet the standards for duty to co-operate. | would also note that is is mentioned in the Local
plan 13.7.5 pg 143 that united utilities has been consulted in relation to the housing allocations, |
would expect the same to be done for this site or it would also not be defined as deliverable.

| mention that | believe the site selection to be biased and corrupt from the offset, as well as the
site having been selected by the family themselves as they stated at Weddicar Parish council
meeting, the way in which the sites are written up in the site assessment also lead me to believe
this. Here are some things which | believe to be discrepancies;
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. Impact on heritage assets. GW4 mentions that development in the area may
impact the Greenbank Guesthouse to the West which is a Grade |l listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS in the same section it states that there are no heritage assets in
the close proximity. This is incorrect, The Cross Guesthouse which is also a Grade |l
listed building is extremely close to the site and can be seen when standing in the
preferred eastern section. The problems mentioned previously in relation to highways
and drainage suggest that development on this site is likely to impact the guesthouse.

. GTW4 - This is the largest area suggested for the settlement site, whilst most of
it is densely wooded and this is the main reason given for its' none suitability due to the
impact on biodiversity and landscape/character. It does have sections of land which |
believe would be big enough to house the 12 pitches, yet these areas are not
mentioned. These areas are behind Derwentwater Road and Borrowdale Road. Another
issue arising from this site is the fact that on the Local Plan, this area of Greenspace
includes some green space in between the cemetery and businesses on Meadow Road
and also a very sparsely wooded area at the junction for Meadow Road and Low Road.
The impact on these areas are not likely to be the same as the densely wooded areas
referred to on the site assessment. | would guery why these potentially suitable areas
have been let off the site assessment but included on the Local Plan, if not deliberately
to make the site seem less suitable.

. GTW3 is also a wooded area as is GTW4 yet this does not seem to pose
concem and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTWA4.

® GTE 1 is a site at Egremont which has been partly discounted due to being a
flood risk. has posted on Facebook to say that Egremont has received
12million pounds to build flood defences in Egremont and the work is due to finish
imminently. Have these not work and the area should still be classed as a flood risk or
have they not be taken in to consideration for some reason?

In the assessment of site GTWS, it mentions the impact on biodiversity to be 'some individual
trees and scrub', it also mentions the most eastern part of the site to be the preferred area for
the settlement. This is actually the most likely place on the site to have an impact on biodiversity,
as well as the area which would form an entrance/exit from Homewood Road. If we are trying to
avoid the impact to biodiversity why would this particular area of the site be favoured?

The PPTS 2015

(4b) to ensure that local planning authorities, working collaboratively, develop fair and effective
strategies to meet need through the identification of land for sites.

I will be submitting a freedom of information to find out the exact process that was adopted in
order to identify the suggested 11 sites to ensure the above has been adhered to this in keeping
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with the Duty to co-operate. The quality of the suggested sites leads me to believe this might not
be the case.

PPTS 2015
Plan Making
1. Local Planning authorities should in producing their local plan;
12. a) identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to

provide 5 years’ worth of sites against their locally set targets.

They define that; to be considered deliverable, sites should be available now, offer a suitable
location for development and be achievable with a realistic prospect that development will be
delivered on the site within 5 years. Sites with planning permission should be considered
deliverable until planning permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that schemes will
not be implemented within 5 years, for example they will not be viable, there is no longer a
demand for the type of units or sites.

. | have mentioned in other objections and also above that the land on GTWS is
locally known to be a contaminated site for which permission for allotment/s has
previously been refused. For this reason | feel doubtful there is any current planning
permission on the site or that any future permission should be granted. (I will check this
by submitting a freedom of information to acquire information on previous planning
proposals and responses on this site). | have also submitted objections based not the
drainage and likely flooding that would be caused by development on this site and
questioned if United utilities have been consulted. As well as the inadequate and unsafe
road structure on the Sneckyeat Road access. For these reasons | don't believe the duty
to co-operate has been met. | do not believe GTWS5 to be a sound suggestion for the site
under the points of it being justified or effective. | don't believe other reasonable
alternatives have been considered. | also don't believe it to be a deliverable site over the
EUQQGS-tBﬁ 5 year period.

| also believe the Rural Exceptions Policy H15PU Local Plan pg 167 should be considered if it
has not been and it is reasonable in these circumstances due to the considerad cost of the
development of GTWS considering the potential drainage/highways issues and the likely cost to
fix such problems.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.

Please see aktackad fy,-ou{ cecvanank |

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be

necessary:

Signature: L

Date: L9 l*+ (3—9- )

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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7. Could you put more emphasis on your Empty Homes Policy and allow some of your housing
allocation to be used as potential sites for the settlement? This would still assist in achieving
your housing objectives but would mean there are mere adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

| would like to note that the 2014 based household projections for England suggest CBC need to
be building an average of 8.4 houses per annum. |n the last decade the lowest number of
houses built was 98 between 2020/202, this is at least 10% more than required. Whilst |
appreciate it is part of the plan to prevent further population loss in the area to increase the
housing, | would suggest that equal if not more importanca should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsyftraveller setflement site and as such we should be satisfied that that
we are far exceeding the minimum required house builds and consider some of the land from
housing allocation to be used. Alternatively, land from opportunity sites or employment sites
could also be used where appropriate.

As an example (without the requested relevant documents showing if these are all council
owned) some suggestions from the Local Plan would be;

Employment sites - EST, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWHO05, OWHO08, OM10, OCL01 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSEZ2 and HSE3 to name a few. (Taken from the
Local plan Appendices)

Give consideration to the use of the Rural exception policy due to the potential costs of the

development of GTWS and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypyftraveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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From:

Sent: 02 May 2022 14:26

To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject: Fwd: FW: Objections to Gypsy Traveller site Sneckyeat Road
Attachments: Objection 1 Contamination.pdf, Objection 2 Drainage.pdf, Objection 3

Highways.pdf; Objection 4 Engagement.pdf; Objection 5 Site Selection.pdf

CAUTION: External email, think before you click!
Please report any suspicious email to our [T Helpdesk

fam — and | reside at m . | have read all of the

objection points provided to me by email from - | ogree with these points ond wish to object to the Gypy/Traveller site GTWS
on Sneckyeat Road in aecordance with the palnts made by her.

Date 2.5.2022
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» . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft: Gypsy and Besp. No. ccenicmsnanns
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date RBC. covreceeieeireiieieenens

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7JG

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTNS -

dieyq

Hioeo?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

v’

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes

e

No

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No r/"’

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as

appropriate)

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

—

NV

Yes No
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: h Date: =7 f '-{-’ A |

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatIDn Draft: Gypsy and Resp. No. e
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. .covensemsssnsneanns

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.ul/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council's privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph 3’ :'J'-..! Policy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

Hioro?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No "

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes \_/" No

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation

legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You

should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate Ve No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

I hewve preciey bacw OfF Yt anga ond problewag
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Signature: o Date: a1/ W l “up

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
sy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
rivacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph C, d Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTWS
p .
Hiofu1

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No 1_,---""

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes w MNo

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting

information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues

he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate l/", No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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Signature: (] Date: 277 [ H f A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than

4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Publication Draft: Gypsy and ::;m' ________________________
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. oo

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council's website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HIPU Site Ref. GTWS

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

=

Yes No +

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No (_/

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes No l./’

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.
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(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to maoke submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate \./ Mo, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s) _

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: ‘ Date: A7 I ' / A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
httgs:{gww,cnge!and.gw,uk,{cnntent;’gvnsv-and-traueller-sfte—aiIocatfun—cnnsultatinn. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council's final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
httgs:{,{www.cogeland.gov.uk,rjsites,-jdefault!ﬁtes{attachments;"privacv noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3 May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: |GCEITE|ar'|CL‘.IHSultatiﬂﬂ@l:ﬂpela-nd.i{uv._u_lg
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Paolicy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object !-/f

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No f

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No o

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes | Mo -

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

Plaace See Mfacbma/ fypb’f( clocumank -

{Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
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. 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS is legally compliant or sound or meets the duty
to co-operate because | believe the process in which the sites have been selected and deemed
as potential opportunities for the settlement is both biased and corrupt. | do not believe that all of
the land available to be used in Copeland has been considered and instead, (i) whose family
require the setflement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained from Alan directly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS and in response, Copeland Borough Council have found
some areas of land to put forward as proposals, most if not all of which do not meet the
requirements of the settlement site, in order that the site which would indisputably be approved
would be GTW5 . There were 11 proposed sites, 4 were immediately discounted as too small
for the required pitches and 5 due to landscape/character and bio-diversity reasons. | believe the
inadequate site suggestions were put forward to ensure the selection of GTWS as the preferred
site.

GTWS5 is included on the Open Space Assessment as protected open space (semi/natural green
space), surely this means there is a more suitable alternative in order to protect this space. In
the local plan it is evident there is a substantial amount of land allocated for housing, opportunity
sites and employment sites, as well as other larger areas of green space including 299 pieces
mentioned in the Open Space Assessment 2020. | would argue that these may form more
adequate settings for the settlement, based on financial, implications, highways concems (raised
in another objection), drainage concerns (raised in another objection) and a query over the land
being contaminated, not to mention the fact the land is supposed to be a protected green space.

| have spoken wit and will be requesting specifically which areas of land listed in
the Local Plan appendices are owned by Copeland Borough council, as this is not defined as
part of the plan. | understand that all land owned by CBC has been considered however, i find it
hard to believe that there was no land any further south than Egrement which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken withyjilp he has said that they would most definitely consider land South of
Egremont if it would provide a suitable settlement site.

| understand that Highways and the Lead Flood Authority have been consulted in relation to
GTWS but | query if united utilities have been consulted, this is especially important given the
concern over poor drainage in the area. If this has not been done then | believe this would not
meet the standards for duty to co-operate. | would also note that is is mentioned in the Local
plan 13.7.5 pg 143 that united utilities has been consulted in relation to the housing allocations, |
would expect the same to be done for this site or it would also not be defined as deliverable.

| mention that | believe the site selection to be biased and corrupt from the offset, as well as the
site having been selected by the family themselves as they stated at Weddicar Parish council
meeting, the way in which the sites are written up in the site assessment also lead me to believe
this. Here are some things which | believe to be discrepancies;
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. Impact on heritage assets. GW4 mentions that development in the area may
impact the Greenbank Guesthouse to the West which is a Grade |l listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS in the same section it states that there are no heritage assets in
the close proximity. This is incorrect, The Cross Guesthouse which is also a Grade |l
listed building is extremely close to the site and can be seen when standing in the
preferred eastern section. The problems mentioned previously in relation to highways
and drainage suggest that development on this site is likely to impact the guesthouse.

. GTW4 - This is the largest area suggested for the settlement site, whilst most of
it is densely wooded and this is the main reason given for its' none suitability due to the
impact on biodiversity and landscape/character. It does have sections of land which |
believe would be big enough to house the 12 pitches, yet these areas are not
mentioned. These areas are behind Derwentwater Road and Borrowdale Road. Another
issue arising from this site is the fact that on the Local Plan, this area of Greenspace
includes some green space in between the cemetery and businesses on Meadow Road
and also a very sparsely wooded area at the junction for Meadow Road and Low Road.
The impact on these areas are not likely to be the same as the densely wooded areas
referred to on the site assessment. | would guery why these potentially suitable areas
have been let off the site assessment but included on the Local Plan, if not deliberately
to make the site seem less suitable.

. GTW3 is also a wooded area as is GTW4 yet this does not seem to pose
concem and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTWA4.

® GTE 1 is a site at Egremont which has been partly discounted due to being a
flood risk. has posted on Facebook to say that Egremont has received
12million pounds to build flood defences in Egremont and the work is due to finish
imminently. Have these not work and the area should still be classed as a flood risk or
have they not be taken in to consideration for some reason?

In the assessment of site GTWS, it mentions the impact on biodiversity to be 'some individual
trees and scrub', it also mentions the most eastern part of the site to be the preferred area for
the settlement. This is actually the most likely place on the site to have an impact on biodiversity,
as well as the area which would form an entrance/exit from Homewood Road. If we are trying to
avoid the impact to biodiversity why would this particular area of the site be favoured?

The PPTS 2015

(4b) to ensure that local planning authorities, working collaboratively, develop fair and effective
strategies to meet need through the identification of land for sites.

I will be submitting a freedom of information to find out the exact process that was adopted in
order to identify the suggested 11 sites to ensure the above has been adhered to this in keeping
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with the Duty to co-operate. The quality of the suggested sites leads me to believe this might not
be the case.

PPTS 2015
Plan Making
1. Local Planning authorities should in producing their local plan;
12. a) identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to

provide 5 years’ worth of sites against their locally set targets.

They define that; to be considered deliverable, sites should be available now, offer a suitable
location for development and be achievable with a realistic prospect that development will be
delivered on the site within 5 years. Sites with planning permission should be considered
deliverable until planning permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that schemes will
not be implemented within 5 years, for example they will not be viable, there is no longer a
demand for the type of units or sites.

. | have mentioned in other objections and also above that the land on GTWS is
locally known to be a contaminated site for which permission for allotment/s has
previously been refused. For this reason | feel doubtful there is any current planning
permission on the site or that any future permission should be granted. (I will check this
by submitting a freedom of information to acquire information on previous planning
proposals and responses on this site). | have also submitted objections based not the
drainage and likely flooding that would be caused by development on this site and
questioned if United utilities have been consulted. As well as the inadequate and unsafe
road structure on the Sneckyeat Road access. For these reasons | don't believe the duty
to co-operate has been met. | do not believe GTWS5 to be a sound suggestion for the site
under the points of it being justified or effective. | don't believe other reasonable
alternatives have been considered. | also don't believe it to be a deliverable site over the
EUQQGS-tBﬁ 5 year period.

| also believe the Rural Exceptions Policy H15PU Local Plan pg 167 should be considered if it
has not been and it is reasonable in these circumstances due to the considerad cost of the
development of GTWS considering the potential drainage/highways issues and the likely cost to
fix such problems.

Page 63



7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.

Please see aktackad fy,-ou{ cecvanank |

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be

necessary:

Signature: L

Date: L9 l*+ (3—9- )

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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7. Could you put more emphasis on your Empty Homes Policy and allow some of your housing
allocation to be used as potential sites for the settlement? This would still assist in achieving
your housing objectives but would mean there are mere adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

| would like to note that the 2014 based household projections for England suggest CBC need to
be building an average of 8.4 houses per annum. |n the last decade the lowest number of
houses built was 98 between 2020/202, this is at least 10% more than required. Whilst |
appreciate it is part of the plan to prevent further population loss in the area to increase the
housing, | would suggest that equal if not more importanca should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsyftraveller setflement site and as such we should be satisfied that that
we are far exceeding the minimum required house builds and consider some of the land from
housing allocation to be used. Alternatively, land from opportunity sites or employment sites
could also be used where appropriate.

As an example (without the requested relevant documents showing if these are all council
owned) some suggestions from the Local Plan would be;

Employment sites - EST, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWHO05, OWHO08, OM10, OCL01 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSEZ2 and HSE3 to name a few. (Taken from the
Local plan Appendices)

Give consideration to the use of the Rural exception policy due to the potential costs of the

development of GTWS and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypyftraveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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From: D
Sent: 02 May 2022 18:53

To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject: Gypsy/Traveller site GTWS Sneckyeat Road

CAUTION: External email, think befare you click!

Please report any suspicious email to our IT
Helpdesk<https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcopelandeu freshservice.com%2Fc
atalog¥2Frequest_items&amp;data=05%7C01%7Clocalplanconsultation®:40copeland.gov.uk%7C741bb54 80459468
0675308da2c64ab59%7Cbod1253e02e144bb8e79fedee8606cf0%7C1%7C0%7CE37871108119469788% 7CUnknown
%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8ey)WIjoiMCAwLjAwMDAILCIQIjoiv2IuMzliLCIBTil6Ik1haWwilLCIXVCIEMn0%3D%7C2000%7 C%7C
% 7CRamp;sdata=g9jfALUgs6ZMTDv%2FyLb13ZHptpHeQhlm1bNsVBoRb8I%3D&amp;reserved=0x>

Dear Sir / Madam

I'am a resident of (P cuse name QD | have read all of the objection points to me by an e mail
from QD

| agree with the points raised and wish to object to the site GTWS,

Hundav 2nd May 2022

Sent from my iPad
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From:

Sent: 02 May 2022 18:58

To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject: Gypsy/Traveller Site GTWS5 Sneckyeat Road

CAUTION: External email, think befare you click!

Please report any suspicious email to our IT
Helpdesk<https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fcopelandeu freshservice.com%2Fc
atalog¥2Frequest_items&amp;data=05%7C01%7Clocalplanconsultation?:40copeland.gov.uk%7C1fa2aa2bd4c4429¢
B8aBb0DEdaZch55621%7Cbbd1253e02e144bbie7 3fedee8b06cfi0%7C1%7C0%7C637871110989776756% 7CUnknown%s
TCTWFpbGZsb3d8ey)WljoiMCAwLjAWMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMzIiLCIBTil6Ik ThaWwiLCIXVCIEMn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%
7CRamp;sdata=RAS459zKPEDsnXPvGFmeP8ZBri2FaXm99%2FjJUBMIx62Gb8%3D&amp;reserved=0>

Dear Sirf/Madam

| am a resident of (P oS nam- have read all of the abjection points sent by e mail from

| agree with the points and wish to object to the site GTWS
Regards
Monday 2nd May 2022

Sent from my iPad

Page 67



ID239

S

From: G

Sent: 02 May 2022 21:33

To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject: Objections

Attachments: Objection 1 Contamination.pdf, Objection 2 Drainage (1).pdf; Objection 3

Highways.pdf; Objection 4 Engagement.pdf; Objection 5 Site Selection.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Completed

CAUTION: External email, think before you click!
Please report any suspicious email to our IT Helpdesk

Dear sir, | have been requested to send the below.
Please accept this objection

and I reside at G

I have read all of the objection points provided to me by email
from GEEEEEED | agree with these points and wish to object to the Gypsy/Traveller site
GTWS5 on Sneckyeat Road in accordance with the points made by her.

[ am

Date02/05/2022
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Copeland Local Plan
2021- 2038

Pruua} af out fﬁ_r:‘ f‘.:_herf;:.fedl fur g ﬁ{fure

» . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft: Gypsy and Besp. No. ccenicmsnanns
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date RBC. covreceeieeireiieieenens

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7JG

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTNS -

dieyq

Hioeo?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

v’

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes

e

No

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No r/"’

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as

appropriate)

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

—

NV

Yes No
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.

)’au wolke need o Mmalkce o plan e repediare. a
Conbomimakion LSsues and hawae olde cf He
remediakion measumts umplevmental pvier b Haa
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: h Date: =7 f '-{-’ A |

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Copeland | Copeland Local Plan
— 2021- 2038
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. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatIDn Draft: Gypsy and Resp. No. e
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. .covensemsssnsneanns

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.ul/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’'s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council's privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph 3’ :'J'-..! Policy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

Hioro?

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No "

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes \_/" No

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation

legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.

You could censuher r{pmb?&tm ?-f\nde__cp_.-uiﬂ., ci-fn;notﬁﬂ.
Sybaem,}\aud-nuu‘“ | beluwve EhasS wodd bo c.c.s'(kd.

| eclon'E bLLMu Sustauwnalhl df%t sdsbem (’SuDE\J o
be an opban Aue b Haa contaminale Land .
| et Cov\d yes d-Cra.gk () sﬂJrPﬂ-—‘-’_-L woekev 7 Ip Hax

Mmﬂj& 5_3 1S mqoLn.r-lyaJ':L., e NS havre [N )
be vpr non prefeiiad ophens 3/ of Yo P-:iwj
DS qPU - Svskavnable dr Q. Heweves| [{on pul Sure Ehis

wovd euen ba Possiioli e bo bl pear cslrmnﬁa_ Syshenn

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You

should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate Ve No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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Signature: o Date: a1/ W l “up

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Copeland | Copeland Local Plan
— 2021- 2038
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. . For internal use:
Publication Draft: Gypsy and L
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNO. oo
Response Form Date REC.  woovvverresssreesennsenes

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
sy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
rivacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 71G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph C, d Policy HOPU Site Ref. GTWS
p .
Hiofu1

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object v

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No v

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No 1_,---""

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes w MNo

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.
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Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting

information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues

he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate l/", No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:
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Signature: (] Date: 277 [ H f A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than

4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. oo
Response Form Date REC. oo

This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/content/gypsy-and-traveller-site-allocation-consultation. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council’s final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council's website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
https://www.copeland.gov.uk/sites/default/files/attachments/privacy noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3" May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: localplanconsultation@copeland.gov.uk
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HIPU Site Ref. GTWS

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

=

Yes No +

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No (_/

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes No l./’

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.
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-~ I (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have
identified at 6 above.

The @uwm Stakes f:}m,f_ Ao Mot ficakions
Cor ba Suacostedr for o fasont ko ccwu{:-\tj
Eina M@ﬁ?o {n-opvokﬂ.-

A Pub{.q.'z fonsy Urakan od have lbac hatd .

Joink denetopronk shatd houe basn cosidesed

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to maoke submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate \./ Mo, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s) _

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be
necessary:

Signature: ‘ Date: A7 I ' / A

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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This Representation Form provides the opportunity to comment on each potential, alternative Gypsy
and Traveller site allocation currently being considered for inclusion within the Publication Draft of
the Copeland Local Plan. The consultation documents can be viewed at:
httgs:{gww,cnge!and.gw,uk,{cnntent;’gvnsv-and-traueller-sfte—aiIocatfun—cnnsultatinn. This
consultation is a requirement under the Town and County Planning (Local Planning) Regulations
2012 Regulation 19. Please complete one form per representation/site.

The Publication Draft represents the Council's final draft of the Local Plan that we wish to submit to
the Secretary of State for Public Examination by a Planning Inspector. Completed forms will be sent
to the Planning Inspectorate for their consideration through the Examination in Public process.

Comments not submitted on the standard response form will only be considered at the Inspector’s
discretion.

It should be noted that representations will be made available to the Planning Inspectorate and to
the Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State to conduct the Examination. Representations will
be also be ‘made available’ in line with the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England)
Regulations 2012 (Regulations 20, 22 and 35). This includes publication on the Council’s website.

Privacy Notice
A copy of the Council’s privacy statement can be viewed at
httgs:{,{www.cogeland.gov.uk,rjsites,-jdefault!ﬁtes{attachments;"privacv noticel.pdf. Further
information is also available by contacting the council’s Data Protection Officer at
info@copland.gov.uk or by calling 01946 598300 and asking to speak to the Data Protection Officer.

Please complete a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make and return this form no
later than 4.30pm on Tuesday 3 May 2022 to:

Strategic Planning
Copeland Borough Council
Market Hall

Market Place

Whitehaven

CA28 7)G

Or email: |GCEITE|ar'|CL‘.IHSultatiﬂﬂ@l:ﬂpela-nd.i{uv._u_lg
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Part B: Your Representation

1. To which part of the Consultation Document does this representation relate?

Paragraph Paolicy HIPU Site Ref. G T <

2. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or to object to the
Proposal/Allocation?

Support Object !-/f

3. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is legally compliant? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No f

4. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation is sound? (Please tick as appropriate)

Yes No o

5. Do you consider the Proposal/Allocation complies with the Duty to Co-operate? (Please tick as
appropriate)

Yes | Mo -

6. Please give details of why you consider the Proposal/Allocation is not legally compliant, is
unsound, fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate, or if you wish to support it.

Plaace See Mfacbma/ fypb’f( clocumank -

{Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
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. 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS is legally compliant or sound or meets the duty
to co-operate because | believe the process in which the sites have been selected and deemed
as potential opportunities for the settlement is both biased and corrupt. | do not believe that all of
the land available to be used in Copeland has been considered and instead, (i) whose family
require the setflement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained from Alan directly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS and in response, Copeland Borough Council have found
some areas of land to put forward as proposals, most if not all of which do not meet the
requirements of the settlement site, in order that the site which would indisputably be approved
would be GTW5 . There were 11 proposed sites, 4 were immediately discounted as too small
for the required pitches and 5 due to landscape/character and bio-diversity reasons. | believe the
inadequate site suggestions were put forward to ensure the selection of GTWS as the preferred
site.

GTWS5 is included on the Open Space Assessment as protected open space (semi/natural green
space), surely this means there is a more suitable alternative in order to protect this space. In
the local plan it is evident there is a substantial amount of land allocated for housing, opportunity
sites and employment sites, as well as other larger areas of green space including 299 pieces
mentioned in the Open Space Assessment 2020. | would argue that these may form more
adequate settings for the settlement, based on financial, implications, highways concems (raised
in another objection), drainage concerns (raised in another objection) and a query over the land
being contaminated, not to mention the fact the land is supposed to be a protected green space.

| have spoken wit and will be requesting specifically which areas of land listed in
the Local Plan appendices are owned by Copeland Borough council, as this is not defined as
part of the plan. | understand that all land owned by CBC has been considered however, i find it
hard to believe that there was no land any further south than Egrement which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken withyjilp he has said that they would most definitely consider land South of
Egremont if it would provide a suitable settlement site.

| understand that Highways and the Lead Flood Authority have been consulted in relation to
GTWS but | query if united utilities have been consulted, this is especially important given the
concern over poor drainage in the area. If this has not been done then | believe this would not
meet the standards for duty to co-operate. | would also note that is is mentioned in the Local
plan 13.7.5 pg 143 that united utilities has been consulted in relation to the housing allocations, |
would expect the same to be done for this site or it would also not be defined as deliverable.

| mention that | believe the site selection to be biased and corrupt from the offset, as well as the
site having been selected by the family themselves as they stated at Weddicar Parish council
meeting, the way in which the sites are written up in the site assessment also lead me to believe
this. Here are some things which | believe to be discrepancies;
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. Impact on heritage assets. GW4 mentions that development in the area may
impact the Greenbank Guesthouse to the West which is a Grade |l listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS in the same section it states that there are no heritage assets in
the close proximity. This is incorrect, The Cross Guesthouse which is also a Grade |l
listed building is extremely close to the site and can be seen when standing in the
preferred eastern section. The problems mentioned previously in relation to highways
and drainage suggest that development on this site is likely to impact the guesthouse.

. GTW4 - This is the largest area suggested for the settlement site, whilst most of
it is densely wooded and this is the main reason given for its' none suitability due to the
impact on biodiversity and landscape/character. It does have sections of land which |
believe would be big enough to house the 12 pitches, yet these areas are not
mentioned. These areas are behind Derwentwater Road and Borrowdale Road. Another
issue arising from this site is the fact that on the Local Plan, this area of Greenspace
includes some green space in between the cemetery and businesses on Meadow Road
and also a very sparsely wooded area at the junction for Meadow Road and Low Road.
The impact on these areas are not likely to be the same as the densely wooded areas
referred to on the site assessment. | would guery why these potentially suitable areas
have been let off the site assessment but included on the Local Plan, if not deliberately
to make the site seem less suitable.

. GTW3 is also a wooded area as is GTW4 yet this does not seem to pose
concem and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTWA4.

® GTE 1 is a site at Egremont which has been partly discounted due to being a
flood risk. has posted on Facebook to say that Egremont has received
12million pounds to build flood defences in Egremont and the work is due to finish
imminently. Have these not work and the area should still be classed as a flood risk or
have they not be taken in to consideration for some reason?

In the assessment of site GTWS, it mentions the impact on biodiversity to be 'some individual
trees and scrub', it also mentions the most eastern part of the site to be the preferred area for
the settlement. This is actually the most likely place on the site to have an impact on biodiversity,
as well as the area which would form an entrance/exit from Homewood Road. If we are trying to
avoid the impact to biodiversity why would this particular area of the site be favoured?

The PPTS 2015

(4b) to ensure that local planning authorities, working collaboratively, develop fair and effective
strategies to meet need through the identification of land for sites.

I will be submitting a freedom of information to find out the exact process that was adopted in
order to identify the suggested 11 sites to ensure the above has been adhered to this in keeping
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with the Duty to co-operate. The quality of the suggested sites leads me to believe this might not
be the case.

PPTS 2015
Plan Making
1. Local Planning authorities should in producing their local plan;
12. a) identify and update annually a supply of specific deliverable sites sufficient to

provide 5 years’ worth of sites against their locally set targets.

They define that; to be considered deliverable, sites should be available now, offer a suitable
location for development and be achievable with a realistic prospect that development will be
delivered on the site within 5 years. Sites with planning permission should be considered
deliverable until planning permission expires, unless there is clear evidence that schemes will
not be implemented within 5 years, for example they will not be viable, there is no longer a
demand for the type of units or sites.

. | have mentioned in other objections and also above that the land on GTWS is
locally known to be a contaminated site for which permission for allotment/s has
previously been refused. For this reason | feel doubtful there is any current planning
permission on the site or that any future permission should be granted. (I will check this
by submitting a freedom of information to acquire information on previous planning
proposals and responses on this site). | have also submitted objections based not the
drainage and likely flooding that would be caused by development on this site and
questioned if United utilities have been consulted. As well as the inadequate and unsafe
road structure on the Sneckyeat Road access. For these reasons | don't believe the duty
to co-operate has been met. | do not believe GTWS5 to be a sound suggestion for the site
under the points of it being justified or effective. | don't believe other reasonable
alternatives have been considered. | also don't believe it to be a deliverable site over the
EUQQGS-tBﬁ 5 year period.

| also believe the Rural Exceptions Policy H15PU Local Plan pg 167 should be considered if it
has not been and it is reasonable in these circumstances due to the considerad cost of the
development of GTWS considering the potential drainage/highways issues and the likely cost to
fix such problems.
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7. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal/allocation
legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have

identified at 6 above.

Please see aktackad fy,-ou{ cecvanank |

(Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting
information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You
should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. After this stage,
further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues
he or she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to
participate in the Examination hearing session(s)?

Yes, | wish to participate / No, | do not wish to participate
in the hearing session(s) in the hearing session(s)

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be

necessary:

Signature: L

Date: L9 l*+ (3—9- )

Please use a separate form for each site you wish to comment on and return this form no later than
4.30pm on Tuesday 3™ May 2022. We are unable to consider any responses received after this date.

Thank you for completing this form
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7. Could you put more emphasis on your Empty Homes Policy and allow some of your housing
allocation to be used as potential sites for the settlement? This would still assist in achieving
your housing objectives but would mean there are mere adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

| would like to note that the 2014 based household projections for England suggest CBC need to
be building an average of 8.4 houses per annum. |n the last decade the lowest number of
houses built was 98 between 2020/202, this is at least 10% more than required. Whilst |
appreciate it is part of the plan to prevent further population loss in the area to increase the
housing, | would suggest that equal if not more importanca should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsyftraveller setflement site and as such we should be satisfied that that
we are far exceeding the minimum required house builds and consider some of the land from
housing allocation to be used. Alternatively, land from opportunity sites or employment sites
could also be used where appropriate.

As an example (without the requested relevant documents showing if these are all council
owned) some suggestions from the Local Plan would be;

Employment sites - EST, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWHO05, OWHO08, OM10, OCL01 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSEZ2 and HSE3 to name a few. (Taken from the
Local plan Appendices)

Give consideration to the use of the Rural exception policy due to the potential costs of the

development of GTWS and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypyftraveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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