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ID106

From:
Sent: 19 July 2022 20:53
To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject:Gypsy and traveller site comments

Hi,
| wish to object to the proposed installation of a gypsy and traveller site at Sneckyeat

as it is totally unsuitable for the following reasons:-

It would be built on a former refuse tip with possible health implications,heavy costs of

testing the soil and cost of cleaning up to make safe, all out of council tax.

The drainage is poor ,as land holders adjacent will tell you, with the costs of improving

that will entail

The access to the site is very poor, particularly for emergency vehicles .

A listed building is adjacent to the site.

i understand this process could take up to year, and know it is law to provide a site ,but

doesn't Copeland not exist after April 2023 and revert to Cumberland,what difference

would that make if it is not resolved by then as there is already a site at Carlisle which

covers Cumberland's requirement to provide one ?

Kind regards,
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View results

Respondent
19:37

16 Anonymous
Time to complete

Part A: Your Details

Please provide your details below. This information will be added into our database so we can contact you about the Submission, Examination and
Adoption of the Local Plan as well as future Local Plan consultations.

All information in the following table will be used solely for this purpose and no identifying information will be used in any future stages of the
Local Plan process. Age and gender data will be used to monitor engagement in the Local Plan consultation process.

If you do not wish for your details to be held in our consultation database, please tick here:

If an agent is appointed you must complete details for both parties, but we will use the agent details as our primary contact

1. Do you give permission for your details to be held in our consultation database? *

2. What are your details? (name, organisation (if applicable), address, telephone number and email address) *

- Whitehaven, Cumbria-

3. What are your agents details (if applicable) (name, organisation, address, telephone number and email address?)

NA

More options for Resp:

4. Gender *

Male
Female

Prefer not to say
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5. Age *

18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66-75
76+

Prefer not to say

Part B: Your Representation

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

If the representation relates to a paragraph within the supporting text, please state the paragraph number in the 'other' box.

Policy H9: Allocated site for Gypsies and Travellers

Policy N5: Protection of Water Resources

Other

7. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or object to the proposal? *

Support

Object

8. Do you consider the proposal to be legally compliant? *

Yes

9. Do you consider the proposal to be sound? *

Yes

10. Do you consider the proposal to be compliant with the Duty to Co-operate? *

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

| don't believe this to be legally compliant or sound as | don't believe due consideration has been given to the fact that this land is believed to be
contaminated. It is known locally that planning permission has been refused for allotments to be moved on to this area and this would therefore suggest
that the land is unsuitable for development. Knowing this to be the case, | believe the site would not be ‘deliverable’ within the 5 year time frame which is
stated as a requirement for an approved site in the Planning Policy for Travellers sites 2015 Section 10.a) 4 . | believe it to be unfair to have prior knowledge
of such an issue and yet allow this site to be put forward as the only suitable site for the development, to allow the developers to pay for the relevant
surveys knowing it will not be suitable.

12. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal legally compliant and sound, in respect of
any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 11 above. *

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.

Testing should have been done on the land prior to it being put forward in the local plan as the only chosen site. | believe there are other sites which would
have been more deliverable, without the issues faced by this land.

13. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
examination hearing sessions? *

Yes, | wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

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

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

na

Page 4
https://forms.office.com/Pages/DesignPageV2.aspx?subpage=design&wdlor=c7 C3A1BBE-C886-4988-96FF-9AEC6328680C&id=PiXRtuECU0S...  3/3



9/27/22, 3:59 PM Microsoft Forms
ID213

View results

Respondent
28:29

Time to complete

17 Anonymous

Part A: Your Details

Please provide your details below. This information will be added into our database so we can contact you about the Submission, Examination and
Adoption of the Local Plan as well as future Local Plan consultations.

All information in the following table will be used solely for this purpose and no identifying information will be used in any future stages of the
Local Plan process. Age and gender data will be used to monitor engagement in the Local Plan consultation process.

If you do not wish for your details to be held in our consultation database, please tick here:

If an agent is appointed you must complete details for both parties, but we will use the agent details as our primary contact

1. Do you give permission for your details to be held in our consultation database? *

Yes

2. What are your details? (name, organisation (if applicable), address, telephone number and email address) *

211, Cororis D

3. What are your agents details (if applicable) (name, organisation, address, telephone number and email address?)

NA

More options for Resp:
4. Gender *

Male
Female

Prefer not to say
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5. Age *

18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66-75
76+

Prefer not to say

Part B: Your Representation

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

If the representation relates to a paragraph within the supporting text, please state the paragraph number in the 'other' box.

Policy H9: Allocated site for Gypsies and Travellers

Policy N5: Protection of Water Resources

Other

7. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or object to the proposal? *

Support

Object

8. Do you consider the proposal to be legally compliant? *

Yes

9. Do you consider the proposal to be sound? *

Yes

10. Do you consider the proposal to be compliant with the Duty to Co-operate? *

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

| do not believe this site is a reasonable suggestion due to poor drainage at this site. A simple communications mast was erected in the neighbouring field,
to the right on the entry from Sneckyeat Road, this caused surface water around the area where the designated entrance would be from Sneckyeat Road. It
is also known that run off from the industrial estate ends up in the beck running through the farmers fields below the proposed site. Lastly, my house is a
bungalow which is situated below the proposed development site, this year it almost flooded due to heavy rainfall and a blocked drain situated at the
bottom of the farmers field adjacent to the pidgeon lofts. My husband cleared this blockage himself to prevent the house flooding as united utilities did not
respond to the report for two days. | have grave concerns that the drainage of this site is inadequate and would cause flooding to my property in the future.
The strategic policy DS8PU ; Reducing flood risk (pg 52 of the local plan) Section E ) Refers to avoiding development in areas where the existing drainage
infrastructure is inadequate; unless appropriate mitigation is provided. | believe there would have been alternative sites more suitable that would not require
such costly adjustments to the current drainage infrastructure.

12. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal legally compliant and sound, in respect of
any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 11 above. *
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.

| believe the current drainage system would need replaced which would be costly. | don't believe the sustainable drainage systems (SUDS) would be an
option due to the contaminated land but you may disagree and this could be an option. A plan would need to be in place to deal with surface water run off
caused by the development and how this would be responded to within a reasonable timeframe to prevent damage being caused to the local properties (I

believe my neighbour Green Acres would also be at risk).
If the above would not be an option, Policy DS9PU; Sustainable Drainage has non preferred options 3/4 which could be used, however I'm not sure they

would be possible with the poor drainage systems currently in place.

13. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
examination hearing sessions? *

Yes, | wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

No, I do not wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

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

This problem directly affects my home and | may be able to explain better the problems that are caused and the risks posed to us.

Page 7
https://forms.office.com/Pages/DesignPageV2.aspx?subpage=design&wdlor=c7C3A1BBE-C886-4988-96 FF-9AEC6328680C&id=PiXRtuECuU0S...  3/3



9/27/22, 3:59 PM Microsoft Forms
ID213

View results

Respondent
26:34

18 Anonymous
Time to complete

Part A: Your Details

Please provide your details below. This information will be added into our database so we can contact you about the Submission, Examination and
Adoption of the Local Plan as well as future Local Plan consultations.

All information in the following table will be used solely for this purpose and no identifying information will be used in any future stages of the
Local Plan process. Age and gender data will be used to monitor engagement in the Local Plan consultation process.

If you do not wish for your details to be held in our consultation database, please tick here:

If an agent is appointed you must complete details for both parties, but we will use the agent details as our primary contact

1. Do you give permission for your details to be held in our consultation database? *

Yes

2. What are your details? (name, organisation (if applicable), address, telephone number and email address) *

hitehaven, Cumbria, D

3. What are your agents details (if applicable) (name, organisation, address, telephone number and email address?)

NA

More options for Resp:

4. Gender *

Male
Female

Prefer not to say
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5. Age *

18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66-75
76+

Prefer not to say

Part B: Your Representation

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

If the representation relates to a paragraph within the supporting text, please state the paragraph number in the 'other' box.

Policy H9: Allocated site for Gypsies and Travellers

Policy N5: Protection of Water Resources

Other

7. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or object to the proposal? *

Support

Object

8. Do you consider the proposal to be legally compliant? *

Yes

9. Do you consider the proposal to be sound? *

Yes

10. Do you consider the proposal to be compliant with the Duty to Co-operate? *

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

| do not believe this site to be legally compliant or sound due to the risk posed by the current structure of the road. As residents travelling from The Cross
towards the proposed entrance from Sneckyeat Road below the industrial estate, we are already face with daily near misses from cars exiting the hospital car
park or the industrial estate itself. There has previously been a mirror for those exiting the industrial estate which is no longer there. The problem has now
been exacerbated by the placement of the car park, which has caused cars to constantly park between the exit for the industrial estate and the the proposed
entry/exit to the site. This is extremely dangerous for anyone walking in this direction as there is no pavement for walkers (i personally do not allow my
daughter to be taken in her pram this direction as | believe it to be to dangerous). The cars also park right along the double yellow lines towards the
Homewood Road junction, this is a daily occurrence and is unchallenged. Cars also park on land right the way to the entrance for the The Cross guesthouse
which often results in deliveries being unable to be made as larger vehicles cannot gain access. If you are to change this layout, you will likely cause these
drivers to park even further down our private loaning causing yet more problems for us. The increase in use of our private lonning would also be likely to
incur additional costs to us for its maintenance.

Back to the safety issue, both the exit from the car park and the industrial estate are sweeping junctions, this means nothing to the drivers who continue to
pull out without looking in our direction as they are not expecting cars to come from our direction. The only reason there has not been more accidents is
because we assume the drivers will pull out on us and are prepared for it. To increase the amount of traffic doing this and add in another exit will increase
the danger to us and the likelihood of there being more accidents. If this was to be used a blind junction, such as the one currently there would be
dangerous.

In reference to your local plan (pg34) Methodology 5.4.13 it also does not include a safe walking route with there being no pavement or adequate street
lighting. This is a busy area used by dog walkers and as such this would be essential to ensure their safety.

12. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal legally compliant and sound, in respect of
any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 11 above. *
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.

The junction would need to be sweeping junction to minimise risk to both drivers and pedestrians.

A pavement would need to be built and better street lighting installed for the safety of pedestrians.

Double yellow lines would need to be put between the industrial estate exit and the proposed entrance/exit and these would actually need to be policed by
the council.

| believe an entrance/exit on Homewood Road, as has been considered, would be less costly and a safer option

13. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
examination hearing sessions? *

Yes, | wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

No, I do not wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

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

As a local to the area who already suffers the risks of using the current set up, | could offer a valid opinion on whether any proposed modifications are likely
to help the situation.
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Respondent
19:02

Time to complete

19 Anonymous

Part A: Your Details

Please provide your details below. This information will be added into our database so we can contact you about the Submission, Examination and
Adoption of the Local Plan as well as future Local Plan consultations.

All information in the following table will be used solely for this purpose and no identifying information will be used in any future stages of the
Local Plan process. Age and gender data will be used to monitor engagement in the Local Plan consultation process.

If you do not wish for your details to be held in our consultation database, please tick here:

If an agent is appointed you must complete details for both parties, but we will use the agent details as our primary contact

1. Do you give permission for your details to be held in our consultation database? *

2. What are your details? (name, organisation (if applicable), address, telephone number and email address) *

‘hitehaven, Cumbria, QD

3. What are your agents details (if applicable) (name, organisation, address, telephone number and email address?)

NA

More options for Resp:

4. Gender *

Male
Female

Prefer not to say
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5. Age *

18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66-75
76+

Prefer not to say

Part B: Your Representation

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

If the representation relates to a paragraph within the supporting text, please state the paragraph number in the 'other' box.

Policy H9: Allocated site for Gypsies and Travellers

Policy N5: Protection of Water Resources

Other

7. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or object to the proposal? *

Support

Object

8. Do you consider the proposal to be legally compliant? *

Yes

9. Do you consider the proposal to be sound? *

Yes

10. Do you consider the proposal to be compliant with the Duty to Co-operate? *

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

In the planning policy for Traveller sites 2015 Section 7.a) Pg2 it states there should be particular attention to early and effective communication with settled
and traveller communities. Whilst | believe there has been early engagement with the travelling community (they actually suggested this site to the council
themselves - this information was given directly to me by the the family themselves - ). There has been no early engagement with the settled community
and no public consultation in the early stages, even to give the public an idea of what the site would be and how it would be run. As a result numerous
petitions have been created and the local community is in uproar, how is this supposed to foster good relationships. My husband and | have spoken to

s has Councillor llowing the Weddicar Parish council meeting, in the early stages of the site selection and requested a consultation but it

did not come to fruition.
In the planning policy for Traveller Sites 2015 Section 9 pg 3 says that authorities should be ‘working collaboratively with neighbouring and local planning

authorities'.

Section 10.c) States LPA should ‘consider production or joint development plans that set targets on a cross-authority basis, to provide more flexibility in
identifying sites' . | do not believe this has been the case and no joint sites have been considered. Whilst this might not have been the preference of the
communities to live in the sites, the failure to provide any sites which are genuinely suitable for to meet the needs of their development suggest that this
should have been a consideration as a more suitable site may have been available.

12. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal legally compliant and sound, in respect of
any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 11 above. *

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.

The guidance states that no modifications can be suggested for a failure to comply with the duty to co-operate.
A public consultation should have been held .
Joint development should have been considered.

13. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
examination hearing sessions? *

Yes, | wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

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

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

NA
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Respondent
424:58

20 Anonymous
Time to complete

Part A: Your Details

Please provide your details below. This information will be added into our database so we can contact you about the Submission, Examination and
Adoption of the Local Plan as well as future Local Plan consultations.

All information in the following table will be used solely for this purpose and no identifying information will be used in any future stages of the
Local Plan process. Age and gender data will be used to monitor engagement in the Local Plan consultation process.

If you do not wish for your details to be held in our consultation database, please tick here:

If an agent is appointed you must complete details for both parties, but we will use the agent details as our primary contact

1. Do you give permission for your details to be held in our consultation database? *

2. What are your details? (name, organisation (if applicable), address, telephone number and email address) *

G "

3. What are your agents details (if applicable) (name, organisation, address, telephone number and email address?)

More options for Resp:

4. Gender *

Male
Female

Prefer not to say
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5. Age *

18-25
26-35
36-45
46-55
56-65
66-75
76+

Prefer not to say

Part B: Your Representation

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

If the representation relates to a paragraph within the supporting text, please state the paragraph number in the 'other' box.

Policy H9: Allocated site for Gypsies and Travellers

Policy N5: Protection of Water Resources

Other

7. Is the nature of your representation to provide support for or object to the proposal? *

Support

Object

8. Do you consider the proposal to be legally compliant? *

Yes

9. Do you consider the proposal to be sound? *

Yes

10. Do you consider the proposal to be compliant with the Duty to Co-operate? *

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

| do not believe the proposal for GTWS5 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, S whose family require the settlement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to
Copeland Borough Council, (this information was obtained from @l directly). The result of which has been that he has proposed GTWS5 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 GTWS5 .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 GTWS5 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 concerns (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.

| understand that Highways and the Lead Flood Authority have been consulted in relation to GTWS5 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;

I have ran out of space to answer this and have continued in box 12 below

12. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the proposal legally compliant and sound, in respect of
any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 11 above. *

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.

Impact on heritage assets. GW4 mentions that development in the area may impact the Greenbank Guesthouse to the West which is a Grade Il listed
building. GW3 is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site assessment. For GTWS5 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 Il 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 query 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 GTWA4 yet this does not seem to pose concern and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTW4.

GTE1 is a site at Egremont which has been partly discounted due to being a flood risk.~as 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 GTWS5, 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.

1 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 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

Local Planning authorities should in producing their local plan;

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.

| don't believe this site has current planning permission to ensure it is delivera
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13. If your representation is seeking a modification to the Local Plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in the
examination hearing sessions? *

Yes, | wish to participate in the hearing session(s)

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

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

na
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o . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft' Gypsy and Resp. No. e
Traveller Site Consultation REP.NO. s
Response Form DAl Ret. o

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 Site Ref.

die 1 9 H9PU GTWNS -

HliopO?

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

Support

v’

Object

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)

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.

—

N

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: - Date: 7l q_, 2

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:
PUbIIcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp:NO. s
Traveller Site Consultation Pk .
Response Form Date ReC. .cvevevcrvceicinn

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 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 31 ok( Policy HOPU Site Ref. aTNES.,

Fiord?

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

Support Object Vil

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 v

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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(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:
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Signature: - Date: A1y [ e N

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:
PUbIIcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp. No. .covesrmesmmess
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNG. oo
Response Form Date REC.  evverressscsicoon

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- consultatlon 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 C.d Policy HIPU Site Ref. LTS
] ( s
H1ofu7

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

Support Object o

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

Yes No W

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

Yes No v

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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(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 / 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: 7 / L / 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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° o For internal use:
PUbllcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp. No. oo,
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.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 2\

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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(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: ‘ Date: 277 / Ly / L

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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Prous of our past 5\5175’6) for our future.

o . For internal use:
Publication Draft: Gypsy and ROS.NO. oo
Traveller Site Consultation RP.NO. o
Response Form Date Rec. ..o

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/gvpsv—and-traveller-site-aIlocation-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/defauIt/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: Iocalplanconsultation@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. GTw S

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 /

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.

Place See aktached typed olocuaank -

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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° 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS5 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, whose family
require the settlement has had to source different pieces of land himself to suggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained from ~Iirectly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS5 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 GTWS . 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.

GTW5 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 concerns (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.

I have spoken with Sl 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 Egremont which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken with.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
GTWS5 but I 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 I listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS5 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 query 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
concern and has not been a reason to discount the site as it was for GTWA4.

° GTE1 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.

| 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
11, 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 GTWS5 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 GTWS 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
suggested 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 considered cost of the
development of GTWS5 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 aktact oo t,‘yp-u( clecvnnant

(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:

sgare: | G e | @4 [4 (20—

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 more adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

1 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. In 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 importance should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsy/traveller settlement 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 - ES7, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWH05, OWH08, OM10, OCLO1 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSE2 and HSES3 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 GTWS5 and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypy/traveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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Copeland % M| Copeland Local Plan
borough council (A 2021- 2038

/brom) af our PAs ¥ 5\5/7/'!6) ﬁr our ][Mfure.

. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp:NO. s
Traveller Site Consultation Pk .
Response Form Date ReC. .cvevevcrvceicinn

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 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 31 ok( Policy HOPU Site Ref. aTNES.,

Fiord?

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

Support Object Vil

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 v

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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tle sekblanmlnk dwe tO peor droanage ak e shay # Sempa
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Hroe &-ﬂa.( hause I\Lcwfy PLCOOL:WJ(O(«,’-Q h b({)dca_d dvreons
N Neowy 1 Oon- b So cund f% ornwked viddose® inhe canas
Qo Gfees tHha nepav: shound hao (i chece Ela
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Qa(,__s‘(:ra,k—-o\,gllc. Pch\c:j DSRPU « Q.QQLUOL@ G’b‘-“) ‘::i\(. 3 .S'IL cfll'ccmlpiq,b
: vording denslep mank 1n afeas whnane xas bty
fﬁ"ﬁ‘:},\ﬁi i‘a&?@l—vuckuﬁw_ 1¢ wnadeguake . oiess aopf‘cprfc..bg.a
i’WL‘f'lg Obe".}af\ l,S Pﬂ)\/\ﬂb?.o( , kContinue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

See exeamp @ prap Lo, Mmore dedalds.
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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 cenguher f(f\.a.o, tha ;’\QﬂLLG‘,u&LL dn’wosﬂ.
S\jgk—e,n/\,}'ww.o,uu | bolun/e EhaS wWodd be c,asckd
| don't bowel Susbonalil c)fmt;jn. systenns A
be an DP\T‘:ﬁf\ Aue b P coataminake L:.;\r)w
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?jva/\;\?}.( System 1S wn u.ojs-k, F weNd o b .
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-

DSqpPu . Svescauable _c)fcwf;c\g&, However, [{an pal Sure B
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w&j n ‘o\.eg_.

(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:

I hewe P.WL-::«)S tnowt Of Yt cvvea and problewmmg
M\/Lrs grown vp e for o Recades. | hae now nsvey
back Fo e ores U bhe Last Eerns Yeoug Gnod

would e ak  decis rusk o Luoch:j' ] Hoe g
15 e addinagcryf ch\ﬂ. (_ P '€ ' i

Signature: ’ Date: a1l & [ e N

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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Proud of our past. 5;5171';&) for our future.

. . For internal use:
PUbIIcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp. No. .covesrmesmmess
Traveller Site Consultation ROPNG. oo
Response Form Date REC.  evverressscsicoon

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- consultatlon 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 C.d Policy HIPU Site Ref. LTS
] ( s
H1ofu7

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

Support Object o

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

Yes No W

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

Yes No v

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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-

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

Thas is o Lue\\j ares us;l by &DO wreal esi.
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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 JJY\CA'LM cold natt be a bladl d'{rv\o(.'icv\ and wed/
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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 / 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: 7 / L / 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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° o For internal use:
PUbllcatlon Draft. Gypsy and Resp. No. oo,
Traveller Site Consultation REp.NO. oo
Response Form Date ReC.  .ocevecererrerererna

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 2\

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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(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.

Az Gu:.e/(cvr\& Stokes bhat o 'V\'Dd-(.(dt Loy
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A IDubL{z ronsy Urakan Dvord  hove bbae IhaAd .

Joink deveropront shold have buen cnsiclesad.

(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: ‘ Date: L7 / [ / L

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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ID272

Copeland 27 Copeland Local Plan
borough council | Gl 2021- 2038

Prous of our past 5\5175’6) for our future.

o . For internal use:
Publication Draft: Gypsy and ROS.NO. oo
Traveller Site Consultation RP.NO. o
Response Form Date Rec. ..o

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/gvpsv—and-traveller-site-aIlocation-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/defauIt/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: Iocalplanconsultation@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. GTw S

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 /

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.

Place See aktached typed olocuaank -

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
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° 6. | do not believe the proposal for GTWS5 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 whose family
require the settlement has had to source different pieces of land himself to stiggest to Copeland
Borough Council, (this information was obtained fronggidirectly). The result of which has
been that he has proposed GTWS5 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 GTWS . 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.

GTW5 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 concerns (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 with~ 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 Egremont which could have been
suitable. In obtaining the information of the land owned by CBC | hope to see if this is true.
Having spoken wit 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
GTWS5 but I 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 I listed building. GW3
is in closer proximity to this guesthouse and yet it has no mention on that site
assessment. For GTWS5 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 query 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
concern 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.”‘-as 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.

| 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
11, 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 GTWS5 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 GTWS 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
suggested 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 considered cost of the
development of GTWS5 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 aktact oo t,‘yp-u( clecvnnant

(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: ‘ Date: 2. Iq (;}_9_ J

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 more adequate options for the settlement site
put forward.

1 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. In 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 importance should be placed upon the need to
provide a site for the gypsy/traveller settlement 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 - ES7, ES8, ES14, Opportunity sites OWH05, OWH08, OM10, OCLO1 and
housing allocations HM11, HM12, HAR, HD1, HSE2 and HSES3 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 GTWS5 and the lack of affordable land which meets the gypy/traveller needs for a
settlement site. This could potentially identify more suitable options for the settlement.
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D281

Sent: 22 August 2022 17:43
To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject:Objection against Sneckyeat Gypsy & Traveller Site

Grounds for objection against Sneckyeat Gypsy and Traveller site.

On any project Safety must be paramount! The hazards that have been identified on the proposed

Sneckyeat Gypsy & Traveller site demonstrate that the site is unsafe and should not be developed
these

include...

Methane Gas

One disregarded cigarette could result in disaster for a traveller family. Copeland Borough Council
openly admitted that previous tests on the old land fill site had discovered methane gas. This hazard
cannot be ignored and the impact to human life could be devastating!

Subsidence

To go ahead with a development that could subside could cost life’s! Land fill sites are prone to land
slips and subsidence. Assessments must be done to ensure the land is safe. Without these
assessments how can any project be given permission!

Contaminated Soil

Heavy metal content within soil can be extremely dangerous to human beings and in
particular babies and young children. A member of the allotment community confirmed
at a public meeting dated 18th August 2022 at Cumbria Sports Academy that samples
of the soil was taken over 10 years ago and the results determined that the soil was

contaminated with heavy metals.

Asbestos

At the time the land fill site was receiving waste no provisions were but in place about specialist
waste streams.

Information Classification - UNCLASSIFIED
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How can anybody say for definite that asbestos doesn’t exist within the proposed gypsy traveller
site?

any excavation work could result in asbestos particles being blown around built up areas like
Sneckyeat, Rutland, Richmond and Summer Grove.

A great number of schools are located within a short distance of the proposed gypsy traveller site
and this could result in young people and residents of all ages being contaminated with asbestos. A
resident at a public meeting dated 18th August 2022 confirmed that the old pre-fab houses at
Sneckyeat had been dumped at the land fill site that is proposed to house the Gypsy & Traveller site.
The pre-fab houses were full of asbestos, this could mean tons of unregistered asbestos present at
the proposed Gypsy & Traveller site.

Chemical Waste

Residents at the public meeting dated 18th August 2022 reported to the meeting that the old
chemical works at Marchon would dump chemical waste at the proposed Gypsy & Traveller site. This
was an eye witness report of chemical waste from Marchon being dumped on the site in metal
barrels and metal containers. How can a site that contains chemical waste be used for a Gypsy &
Traveller site?

All the hazards mentioned are strongly linked to land fill site developments.

For a local authority To allow people to live in these types of conditions is barbaric!

For the reasons given | believe the proposed Sneckyeat Gypsy & Traveller site is not safe! And | am

formally objecting against the project going ahead.

Yours Sincerely

Information Classification - UNCLASSIFIED
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D281

Sent: 22 August 2022 15:55
To: Elected Mayor; Local Plan Consultation
Cc:

Subject:Consultation Extension

Dear Mike

The campaign group against the proposed Gypsy & Traveller site for Sneckyeat held a meeting dated
Thursday 18th August with the business community of Sneckyeat and community groups to discuss

concerns relating to the Gypsy & Traveller site and Copeland Borough Council's ongoing
consultation.

Within a discussion, a proposal came from the floor for the current Copeland Borough Council

consultation to be extended.

This proposal was seconded and a vote was taken which fully supported the proposal that had been

submitted.

The Grounds for the Request for the Gypsy & Traveller site Consultation to be extended are...
* A great number of residents and businesses did not know that a consultation was currently
taking place.

* A great number of residents and businesses were of the opinion, that they had played a part

in the first consultation, which involved the proposed Greenbank & Sneckyeat sites and that was the
end of the process. The fact that the two consultations were so close together created confusion

among the stakeholders.

* Residents & Businesses along with community groups would like direct meeting's with Mike

Starkie the Elected Mayor of Copeland, Copeland Borough Council officers and the Copeland

Borough Council executive committee.

* Residents & Businesses along with community groups would like to hold meetings with their

Copeland Borough Councillors to directly discuss concerns they have about the Gypsy & Traveller
site planned for Sneckyeat.

*

Stakeholders did feel intimidated by the Gypsy & Traveller community and feared
retribution if

Information Classification - UNCLASSIFIED
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they publicly objected to the Gypsy & Traveller site. The campaign group believe the process
should include a more face to face approach with residents and businesses which would allow
their concerns to be submitted anonymously.

* The campaign group also believe Copeland Borough Council as the Gypsy & Traveller site
consultation owner should do more for the local community groups which include the allotment
groups, Cumbria Sports Academy, Sneckyeat Pigeon followers and the Richmond pensioner
group. Members of these groups are elderly and are very limited when it comes to online

engagement. Copeland Borough Council as the consultation holder needs to do more around

engagement with these key community stakeholders.

For Copeland Borough to push out a post on the Copeland Borough Council website about the
ongoing Gypsy & Traveller site consultation is quite simple just not good enough!

The only public meetings that have taken place about this consultation are in-house Copeland
Borough Council meetings.

Despite being given up to ten days’ notice, Copeland Borough Council did not send any
representatives to the public meeting that was organised for 18th August. THIS IS TOTALLY
UNACCEPTABLE!

Copeland Borough Council are the consultation owners and as such they should be bending over

backwards to get the views of the general public.

For the reasons given and on behalf of the campaign against the Gypsy & Traveller site, | am formally
requesting for the current Gypsy & Traveller site Sneckyeat consultation to be extended. | am also

requesting for the Copeland executive to meet up with members of the campaign group to discuss
terms of reference for the proposed time extension.

Yours Sincerely

Information Classification - UNCLASSIFIED
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ID282

From:
Sent: 17 August 2022 14:37
To: Local Plan Consultation

Subject:Gypsy Traveller site Sneakyeat.

| am writing to object to the current proposal of building a gypsy traveller site at Sneakyeat. This is
due to the close proximity to the residential area, everywhere | have seen travellers leave a site.

Kind regards,

Sent from my iPhone

Information Classification - UNCLASSIFIED
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